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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/15/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

3:48 PM
CALLER:

MARK TACK
CALLER ADDRESS:

AZ
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I live at South Mountain. I support the South Mountain Freeway. I think it needed to happen twenty 
years ago. Thank you.

1 Comment noted.
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1 Comment noted.
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I wholeheartedly support the recommended construction of the Loop 202 using Pecos on
the south, and the 59th Ave. alternative.  I prefer to see it happens as soon as possible.  My
home is near Chandler Blvd. and 17th Ave. which is near one of the proposed exits.   I am
originally from the Los Angeles area where poorly planned transportation routes have taken a
major toll on quality of life.  Population expansion and development will continue in metro
Phoenix.  It will only get more expensive as time passes to deal with transportation
infrastructure.  This freeway can be added now, with relatively minimal impact to the
environment and without excessive cost due to eminent domain (property acquisition).
Those against this freeway have no argument.  I live in the Ahwatukee Foothills and assert
that my property values, quality of life, and convenience will all be enhanced as a result of
the construction of this freeway.  The 50 MPH speed limit on Pecos, which dead-ends at 27th
Avenue is inconvenient.  The community will still be relatively secluded, except with the
added convenience of nearby major highway access.  Failure to provide better access to and
through this area will continue to box Ahwatukee into a corner and isolate it from downtown
Phoenix.  If L.A. is any indication of the future of this city, that commute will get much worse
in the coming years, and providing 2 routes to and from downtown will help.  Not to mention,
those who commute from East to West Valley or vice versa would be able to avoid downtown
altogether.  There is a clear benefit to building this freeway.  I support it, and would like to
see the project expedited. 

Ron Tafoya

1 Comment noted.

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

6/12/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

3:44 PM
CALLER:

PAUL TANDY
CALLER ADDRESS:

20080 W. PINEWISH COURT, SURPRISE, AZ 85374
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the South Mountain Freeway.

1 Comment noted.

1
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I have major concern regarding building the freeway by cutting ridges off the South
Mountain, destroying parkland and disturbing wildlife. I would consider this highway a truck
bypass largely since people live along the path will not benefit a lot from transportation
convenience perspective. Actually I am troubled knowing that quite a number of houses and
communities will be leveled to make room for the freeway. If such a freeway is really
necessary for re-routing traffic, can we just make the current exiting path of US-85 a freeway
instead?

Dong Tang

1 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

3 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

4 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

5 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)

6 Alternatives The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to improve 
mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow 
traffic to bypass already congested routes (see Final Environmental Impact 
Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other “loop” freeways in the 
Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain Freeway would be a 
commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between the eastern and western 
portions of Maricopa County. The State Route 85/Interstate 8 Alternative was 
evaluated for the proposed project. The reasons this alternative was eliminated 
from further study are presented on page 3-9 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Build the South Mountain Freeway
Date: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 9:38:19 AM

From: lptanner1@yahoo.com [mailto:lptanner1@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Saturday, May 11, 2013 11:28 AM
To: Projects
Subject: Build the South Mountain Freeway

I support building the South Mountain Freeway

Lawrence Tanner

Sent from Samsung tablet

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Comment noted.

1
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The resources to build a freeway through South Mountain should be used on other
projects including increasing the light rain, bus operations and making Phoenix a more livable
city. Adding additional miles of freeway encourages urban sprawl and increases air pollution
including carbon emissions, which are warming our planet. 

Rene Tanner

1 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and Need The proposed project is part of the Regional Transportation Plan for the Maricopa 
Association of Governments region. In 2004, the voters of Maricopa County 
approved the Regional Transportation Plan and the extension of a half-cent sales tax 
to fund its projects. The funding for the right-of-way acquisition and construction 
of the proposed project would come from a combination of federal (National 
Highway Performance Program) and County (half-cent sales tax, also known as 
Regional Area Road Funds) sources. Use of these funds for construction of the 
proposed freeway would not affect available funds for statewide projects nor 
would not constructing this facility make available additional funds for other 
statewide projects.

3 Alternatives, 
Nonfreeway 
Alternatives

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

4 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code 
of Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement 
page 3-1). All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. 
Nonfreeway alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact 
Statement pages 3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into 
account improving existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, 
strategies to reduce travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This 
study examined not only the potential impacts from improvements, but also the 
consequences of building nothing, the No‑Action Alternative). As proposed by 
the Maricopa Association of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would 
be part of the Regional Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation 
improvements such as mass transit and local roads are specified in the Regional 
Transportation Plan and were considered during the evaluation of this proposed new 
freeway.
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	 Comment Response Appendix  •  B3213

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

5 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed 
freeway would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most 
noticeably in the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide 
recession which began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study 
Area, the proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, 
and a near-fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or 
induced growth would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an 
area planned for urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans 
for at least the last 25 years.

6 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

7 Air Quality Climate change is an important national and global concern. While the earth 
has gone through many natural changes in climate in its history, there is general 
agreement that the earth’s climate is currently changing at an accelerated rate 
and will continue to do. Human-caused greenhouse gas emissions contribute 
to this rapid change. Carbon dioxide makes up the largest component of these 
greenhouse gas emissions. Other prominent transportation-related Greenhouse 
gases include methane and nitrous oxide. Greenhouse gases trap heat in the 
earth’s atmosphere. Because the atmospheric concentration of greenhouse gases 
continues to climb, our planet will likely continue to experience climate change-
related phenomena (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-85 
through 4-86). To date, no national standards have been established regarding 
greenhouse gases. Greenhouse gases are different than other air pollutants 
evaluated in federal environmental reviews because their impacts are not 
localized or regional due to their rapid dispersion into the global atmosphere. 
The affected environment for greenhouse gas emissions is the entire planet. In 
contrast to broad-scale actions such as those involving an entire industry sector 
or very large geographic areas, it is difficult to isolate and understand greenhouse 
gas emissions’ impacts for a particular transportation project. Furthermore, 
presently there is no scientific methodology for attributing specific climatological 
changes to a particular transportation project’s emissions. Under the National 
Environmental Policy Act, detailed environmental analysis should focus on issues 
that are significant and meaningful to decision making. The Federal Highway 
Administration has concluded, based on the nature of greenhouse gas emissions 
and the exceedingly small potential greenhouse gas impacts of the proposed 
freeway (as shown in Final Environmental Impact Statement Table 4-37 on page 
4-85), that greenhouse gas emissions from the proposed freeway would not result 
in “reasonably foreseeable significant adverse impacts on the human environment” 
[40 Code of Federal Regulations § 1502.22(b)].



B3214  •  Comment Response Appendix

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 29

1             MR. TASHQUINTH:  In this EIS report, it has nothing

2 to do with my people.  In this EIS report, it says about the

3 cultural significance.  They don't understand the cultural

4 significance of South Mountain to us and what it means to

5 the -- to the Gila River Indian community.  But not only to my

6 community, but to the Salt River and to the Tohono O'oodham and

7 to the Ak-Chin communities.

8             You see this basket here?  This basket, my mother

9 told me, you divide it into four.  You divide it into four.

10 And, in birth, you come to the opening.  And you begin your

11 journey into life by going through all the twists and turns.

12 You learn how to walk, how to talk, how to feed yourself.  You

13 learn how to bathe.

14             You go through all of life like that, as a baby, as

15 a youth, until you get down here to the bottom.  At the bottom

16 you start to go through all the twists and turns of life as a

17 youth.  You go through all of the difficulty.  You get lost.

18 You stumble around, and you try to figure out how to get out.

19             And, even into adulthood, you go through all of

20 that.  Down here at the bottom:  The twists and turns of life.

21             You go through growing up as an adult, looking for

22 a job, taking care of your families, taking care of yourself.

23             You get lost in here, those twists and turns, until

24 you get to be an elder.  When you become an elder, you come out

25 to the outside on this side.  You find your way back, all the

5049

1 Cultural Resources The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

1
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1 way through here, until you come to the very center.

2             The center of this maze is Mawduc, South Mountain.

3 To us, that's the center of the universe.  That is where our

4 creator, Siuuhu, he lives there, Elder Brother.  He lives in

5 that area.  That's his house.  He built this maze to get away

6 from his enemies.

7             But in our way, we use this to show what life is

8 about.  That's our culture.  That's our religion.  That is our

9 tradition.  It's our way of life, what we call our -- what we

10 say is our himduc.

11             That is the religious significance to us and our

12 way, because he's our creator.  Elder Brother is our creator.

13 Elder Brother made us.  That's why that mountain is very

14 significant to us.  We hold -- you know, to go up there and do

15 ceremonies.

16             There are animals up there.  There's the desert

17 tortoise.  There's the Gambel's quail.

18             There's vegetation up there that's still used as

19 herbal medicines by our people, a root that's up there that's

20 used to heal with: the greasewood, shegoi.  Greasewood, that's

21 used to heal.  Drink it when you have a cold.  Drink it when

22 you're sick, like a tea.  And you use that to help clear

23 yourself.

24             There's a lot of places up there that are old

25 prehistoric trails, where all the Hohokam used to go, our

2

3

2 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)
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1 ancestors.  Our ancestors walked up there and did their

2 ceremonies up there.  That's the center of the universe for all

3 of us.  That's where we come from.

4             Your -- If somebody wanted to go downtown and build

5 a freeway through St. Mary's Basilica downtown, all the

6 Catholics would get up, and they would be angry about it.  They

7 would get mad about it and they would say, "No."

8             That is the same thing.  We don't want that.  We

9 don't want that freeway through there.  We don't need that

10 freeway through there.  Our people have been here for hundreds

11 and thousands of years.

12             When the forty-niners first came through here, our

13 people were the ones that helped find those forty-niners that

14 were lost.  Our people went out with mercy patrol, with gourd

15 water, gourd canteens with water in them.  They had corn and

16 melon, all these different things, looking for the forty-niners

17 that were lost out there in the desert.

18             And when they found them, they gave them the water

19 and told them, "Go.  Go that way.  Follow the mountains back

20 there.  Follow, see where Mawduc is and the Camelback Mountain

21 and the Estrellas."

22             Below those mountains are our people, all along the

23 Gila River.  Our people took care of them, helped them.

24             In 1847 the United States sent their first cavalry

25 patrol through here.  And when they came through here, they
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1 asked Antonio Azul if they could trade horses with them so that

2 they could continue on to California.  And he agreed, on a

3 handshake.  On a handshake, he said, "Yes," and he traded

4 horses with them.

5             The Spanish garrison that was over in Tucson, they

6 wanted those horses.  They tried to come and take it.  They

7 wanted to take it away from us.  Antonio Azul said, "If you

8 want those horses, come and get them.  But you're going to have

9 to fight for them."

10             They never came back and got those horses because

11 Antonio Azul said, "I made a promise, on a handshake, that I

12 would take care of these horses for those white people that

13 went through here, came through here.  And they'll be back, and

14 I'll give them back to them."

15             From that time on, our allegiance and our loyalty

16 was given to the United States of America.  Our

17 great-grandfathers and our grandfathers, our fathers and our

18 brothers and our uncles fought alongside many of the white

19 people from the State of Arizona, when they fought in World

20 War I, World War II, Korea, Vietnam, all the way up to now, to

21 Iraq and Iran.

22             All over the world, our young men and women are

23 standing, side by side, with many of those people.  We're all

24 a -- We're all a part of the -- We're all a part of the

25 Creator.  We're all a people of the Creator.  We're all
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1 children.

2             And we need to understand that nobody owns the

3 land, the way our elders told us.  No one owns the land.  The

4 land belongs to everyone.  It was made and given to us so that

5 we can live in harmony and balance with all of the vegetation,

6 with the mountains, with the waters, and with all of the little

7 animals and all the birds in the sky.  We live in harmony and

8 balance with one another and to take care of one another.

9             That's why we, as Akimel O'oodham and Pee Posh

10 people, we -- we are the caretakers of this land.  That's what

11 we're supposed to be doing.

12             We don't want that freeway.  We don't need that

13 freeway.  They're not telling us about what the pollution is

14 going to do.  They're not telling us about the toxins that's

15 going to come off of those tires after it rains.  It's going to

16 pollute our waters that we're sitting on top of.

17             Our river doesn't run anymore because the people

18 that -- that are on the east side, those people are cutting --

19 cutting, to take the water away from us.  That water was our

20 life.  That water, the river, was what made us who we are.  But

21 it's not running anymore.

22             The white man has come and is strangling us.

23 They're taking that water away from us.  Now they want to

24 destroy our mountain that's sacred to us, but not only to us

25 but also to the Salt River, to the Tohono O'oodham, to the
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1 Ak-Chin community, to many of the tribes that are in the

2 surrounding areas.  It's significant to them, in their ways,

3 too.

4             All we have is a little bit of strip of land, from

5 110th Avenue, Phoenix International Raceway, that corner along

6 the Salt River, all along to here, to South Mountain, all the

7 way towards Coolidge, all the way towards Casa Grande and

8 Maricopa and coming back around, back to the Estrellas, of all

9 the land we had.  When we were strong, when we were a true

10 Nation, our land stretched from the headwaters of the Gila

11 River, outside the city of Silver City, New Mexico -- that's

12 where the Gila River begins -- all the way down to almost to

13 the Colorado River.

14             Many of our -- Many of our Hohokam relatives,

15 ancestors, their homes are up along the Mogollon Rim, all along

16 that way.  They're up there because our land stretched that

17 far, all the way into Mexico.

18             When the Spanish first came, they called this whole

19 area Pima-eria Alta.  Pima-eria Alta, the Northern First Ones.

20 We have relatives in Mexico.  They are the Baja Pima-eria.

21 They are the Southern First Ones.

22             This is who we are, since the coming of the

23 European settlors, coming through here, stealing land from us,

24 lying to us, cheating us, just as they're doing now, telling us

25 lies and half-truths, what they really want, by either stealing
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1 or cheating from us, making bad deals with people who want

2 to -- think that money is good.

3             That time -- That's how we lost both of our lands.

4 That's how we lost this whole state.

5             But not only us, but all the rest of the other

6 tribes, too.  The 21 tribes that are here in this state have

7 been reduced to small little pockets, reservations.  And all

8 their traditional lands have been stolen from them.

9             All tribes are fighting.  All tribes are trying to

10 stand up.  All tribes are trying to take back what was theirs.

11 But it's hard because the white man will not listen to us.  The

12 white man is too greedy.  They're thieves and liars.  So it has

13 been said, from a long time ago.  But all tribes have dealt

14 with them.  That's what they've come to find out.

15             We'll continue to fight.  Those of us that are

16 against it, we'll continue to try and stop it, any way we can.

17 And, if all the other tribes in the outside understand, stand

18 with this, then, all together, we can make one last stand and

19 we can prevent the white man from coming through here and

20 taking what doesn't belong to them.

21             That's all I have to say.

22

23

24

25
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

7/24/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

10:12 AM
CALLER:

GLENDA TATUM
CALLER ADDRESS:

12718 WEST SOLA COURT, SUN CITY WEST, 
ARIZONA 85375

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I am a voter, I live on the West side and I do support that freeway. It is a needed freeway, it is 
something that would help us connect to the east side from west side. I work in Chandler, so having to 
take the 10 and no other connection is really an inconvenience. I support that freeway and I look 
forward to that freeway construction. Thank you.

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Build the South Mountain Freeway
Date: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 10:56:29 AM

 
 

From: Nikki Taylor [mailto:tntaylor2001@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 20, 2013 7:33 PM
To: Projects
Cc: info@buildthe202.com
Subject: Build the South Mountain Freeway
 
I am a Phoenix resident.  I live in north Phoenix (district 2 85024 zip code), but my sister lives in
Laveen.  I visit her home often and would like the 202 to go through this area.  Thank you.
 
Nikki Taylor

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Comment noted.

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/15/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

6:19 PM
CALLER:

NANCY TAYLOR
CALLER ADDRESS:

GILBERT, AZ
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I am calling in support of the South Mountain Freeway. I feel it will help relieve some of the congestion 
that we now have on I-10 and the 101 that is all traffic and just trying to bypass to get to the other 
end of town or other side of the city.  I live in Gilbert, Arizona and I definitely support it. Thank you.

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: South Mountain Freeway Project
Date: Monday, July 15, 2013 8:05:05 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

From: Joe Taylor [mailto:jlt9@msn.com] 
Sent: Sunday, July 14, 2013 10:50 AM
To: Projects
Subject: South Mountain Freeway Project

ADOT Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway Study
 
Where to join the 202 with I-10.
 
Resident Comment:
 
The most logical and practical and best plan for the overall long term city traffic flow is to
join in the 202 at the 101W and I-10 interchange.   Connecting the 202 to I-10 at 51st Ave
would cause extreme traffic congestion on that section of I-10, especially between 51st Ave
and 101W which is an already over-crowded freeway section leading to more traffic
accidents and deaths.  Freight transport trucks attempting to by-pass Phoenix will be using
this route heavily.  The increase truck traffic this would cause on this section of I-10 will only
add to the problem and more accidents.  
 
Connecting the 202 to 101W and I-10 interchange will reduce traffic on I-10 between I-17
and 101W and provide an overall more seamless and safer freeway system with fewer
accidents and traffic deaths.  And isn't providing the safest freeway system for the parents
and children traveling them the ultimate goal.  Look at the big picture.  Plan to reduce the
congestion, not increase it.
 
Thank you.
 

1 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

1

2
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Joe Taylor
Laveen, AZ

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Loop 202 Comment
Date: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 5:02:20 PM
Attachments: image001.png

 
 
Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

 

From: Howard Teeter [mailto:hteeter@cox.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 5:00 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Loop 202 Comment
 
 
I had high hopes that the GRIC negotiations would be successful but they appear to have fallen
through.
At this point all I can ask is that the proposed route be moved or abandoned entirely due to the
serious, detrimental
effects that it would have on the immediate community of Ahwatukee Foothills. The congestion, the
pollution (noise
and air)and the added pressure of traffic and people would all contribute to the degradation of our
neighborhoods,
our schools and our health. Neighborhood preservation must be a priority.
Our community abutting Pecos Road will suffer…which was never an issue at the time of inception,
but is very much
an issue now.  Thank you for listening.
 
Howard Teeter.
2719 E. Amberwood Dr.
Phoenix, Az  85048
 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee 
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location for 
many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 4-21). 
Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, noise 
mitigation would be implemented according to the Arizona Department of 
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91).

2 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Air Quality

1 2 3
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

6/13/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

4:43 PM
CALLER

SUSAN TELLER
CALLER ADDRESS:

9122 W. HARBOR HILLS, SUN CITY, ARIZONA 
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the freeway.

1 Comment noted.

1
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1 Comment noted.

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

05/9/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

3:10 PM
CALLER:

MICHAEL TENNET
CALLER ADDRESS:

26621 S. LAKEWOOD DRIVE, SUN LAKES, AZ 
85248

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the planning and construction of the South Mountain Freeway. The freeway will reduce
Downtown Phoenix traffic, including the tanker and boxcar trucks. This is a great way for moving traffic 
through Phoenix. It would be an excellent idea to help improve the economy.

1 Comment noted.

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

7/23/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

2:19 PM
CALLER:

MELINDA TERRINGTON
CALLER ADDRESS:

113 E. LOBO DRIVE, PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85022
PHONE:

602-992-2473
EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I do believe that the Loop 202 of the South Mountain below Ahwatukee should be built. I’ve lived here 
my whole life and I’ve always thought there should be a freeway down there. I thought it should be 
built before Ahwatukee was expanded and built upon. Thank you and I do hope that the freeway will 
go through because I do think it would alleviate a lot of pressure in Central Phoenix. Thank you.

1 Comment noted.

1
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Document Created: 5/21/2013 7:41:13 PM by Web Comment Form

From what I have heard this will benefit certain business interests that stand the most to
gain and that more thought should be put toward the environmental impact that this might
have on the area.  Maybe an unbiased study should be conducted without the pressure of
the monied interests involved before proceeding ahead with irreparable damage being done
to the communities involved.

David Terry

1 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

1
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I am AGAINST the build of the Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway along Pecos Road.  I
am a resident of the Ahwatukee neighborhood and ask the ADOT to find a different or
another alternative.  This will take away from my hard earned property value; it is a
destruction of well established neighborhood, churches, schools and local communities.
regards
tgt

Thomas Thaete

1 Alternatives, E1 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Economics, 
Socioeconomics

A review of the literature reveals few detailed and comprehensive analyses of the 
relationship between the transportation infrastructure and residential property 
values (Transportation Research Record: Journal of the Transportation Research 
Board, No. 2174, Transportation Research Board of the National Academies, 
Washington, D.C., 2010, pp. 138 -47; “Impact of Highways on Property Values: 
Case Study of the Superstition Freeway Corridor”). A recent study by the 
California Department of Transportation concluded that freeway facilities did not 
substantially affect sales prices in residential areas adjacent to the facility. The 
study concluded that it is the visibility of the freeway that may influence selling 
price and not distance or noise. As a result, the researchers generally concluded 
that the more the visibility of a new freeway is reduced, the less it would determine 
the sales price of homes sold in the area.

3 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee 
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location for 
many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 4-21). 
Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, noise 
mitigation would be implemented according to the Arizona Department of 
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91). 

4 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)

1

3

2

4
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Oppose Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway
Date: Tuesday, June 25, 2013 4:27:10 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

From: eltheiseno@gmail.com [mailto:eltheiseno@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Nicholas Theisen
Sent: Tuesday, June 25, 2013 4:21 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Oppose Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway

To whom it may concern,

I would like to express my formal opposition to the proposed 202 expansion project. The
spending of public funds on a freeway around the south-side of South Mountain does not
reflect the best interests of Arizona residents, and I believe in prioritizing public funds, it
does not currently warrant funding ahead of other public transportation options (expanded
light rail, Tucson-Phoenix rail, etc).

The Regional Freeway System, approved by voters in 1985, reflected a need for expanded
freeways that existed at the time. This has created substantial benefits for the community in
Maricopa County, but it has also shaped our society in a number of negative ways.
Unfortunately, population growth has followed the construction of the freeways, and rather
than build up to take advantage of the many advantages urban density provides, Phoenix has
grown ever-outward, to the detriment of more central communities. This has led to more cars
on the roads driving longer distances, and in turn dirtier air, and greater health problems.
Current popular sentiment has turned, such that I believe a large portion of the population
now wants to pull back from this course on which we have set ourselves.

"If you build it, they will come" is the general sentiment here. WE get to determine how we
want to shape our society. If we want to create a society that commutes from Chandler to
Avondale and vice versa, and expands ever-outward at the margins, then this plan makes
sense. If we want to further promote Arizona as a drive-through State, and bring more
regional trucks onto our roads by making it easy to bypass Phoenix, then we will be well
served by this freeway. OR we could instead invest our public funds in making Phoenix and
Maricopa County a destination. We could expand our light rail lines that have already
sparked a tremendous amount of local development and given our citizens something to be
proud of. Or we could connect our Capital City with our southern neighbor, Tucson, via a
high-speed rail line, further reducing traffic on our freeways.

1 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

3 Purpose and Need The Southwest Loop Highway—the South Mountain Freeway predecessor—was 
integral to the Regional Freeway and Highway System approved by Maricopa 
County voters in 1985. Although other facilities were considered a higher priority 
early in development of the Regional Freeway and Highway System, the South 
Mountain Freeway has been included in every subsequent update. The same route 
was approved by the State Transportation Board in 1988. In 2004, Maricopa 
County voters approved Proposition 400, which was designed to fund completion 
of the remaining segments of the Regional Freeway and Highway System, including 
the proposed South Mountain Freeway (Final Environmental Impact Statement 
page 1-21).

4 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

1

2

3

4
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The choice is ours, and I strongly urge ADOT to choose to invest in one of the latter options.
Thank you for your consideration.

Regards,

Nick

--
Nick Theisen
nicholas.theisen@gmail.com
(602) 820-1182

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.
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1 Alternatives Federal law prohibits the denial of access to any community. Thus, traffic 
interchanges would be located along the freeway where it borders the Gila River 
Indian Community (see Draft Environmental Impact Statement page 3-51). 
Roadway connections on Gila River Indian Community land to the traffic 
interchanges would be the responsibility of the Gila River Indian Community, in 
coordination with appropriate jurisdictions.

2 Design Construction of the proposed freeway would include widening along Interstate 10 
to facilitate entrance and egress of vehicles between the two freeways. Additional 
information related to the Interstate 10 modifications can be found in Figure 3-26 
on page 3-49 and Figure  3-29 on page 3-53 of the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement. The design of the connection to Interstate 10 and the widening 
along Interstate 10 were developed in accordance with the Federal Highway 
Administration's Interstate System Access Informational Guide and has received 
an initial determination of operational and engineering acceptability from the 
Federal Highway Administration.

1

2
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Document Created: 5/21/2013 6:15:36 PM by Web Comment Form

I am an elder from the Gila River Indian
community. My faith in our fellow human beings, remains strong, it has not been a pleasant
journey.  We have been subjected to neglect, fraud, stereotyping, out right cruelty since they
discovered our homelands. We have given up so much and still give of ourselves to this
great state and nation, all we ask in return is respect for our land..it is our survival.

Mary Thomas

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: 202
Date: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 10:51:58 AM

From: kingbobthomas@gmail.com [mailto:kingbobthomas@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 21, 2013 1:28 PM
To: Projects
Subject: 202

Hi. I support the 202. It would provide greater access. Thank you.

Pastor Bob Thomas
4907 west Maldonado Rd
Laveen Az. 75339
602-733-7317

Sent from my HTC EVO 4G LTE exclusively from Sprint

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Comment noted.

1
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I'm very much in favor of using the E1 Alternative, unless Gila River Indian Community
and it's Members decide otherwise, and tying the freeway into Loop 101 using the W101
alternatives.  In terms of system planning, and looking at the transportation facility from a
regional perspective, tying it into L101 makes the most sense.  I worry that utilizing either the
W59 or W71 alternatives will pour additional traffic onto a facility not able to address it, and
futher, will reduce the viability and attractiveness of the South Mountain Freeway as a
transportation facility to those looking to move north/west and/or south/east.

Audra Thomas

1 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative

2

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

6/13/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

5:09 PM
CALLER

ADA THOMAS
CALLER ADDRESS:

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I would support building the freeway.

1 Comment noted.

1
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www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 2

1                MR. STOKEBRAND:  I sent an e-mail to ADOT

2 regarding just how I support the 202.  It's much needed

3 for the people living -- it will bring much needed funds

4 to the City of Phoenix in terms of tax revenue and for

5 all us citizens who leave Laveen and City of Phoenix to

6 go to Goodyear, Avondale, and other cities.  I will be a

7 lot happier to keep those tax funds inside of our city

8 for community centers, things of that sort.  And I'm

9 someone who lives close, within half a mile of the

10 proposed freeway and I still support it just because it

11 will make my life better, easier to get around the city,

12 and alleviate some of the congestion on Baseline Avenue.

13                That's about it.  The rest of it is pretty

14 well documented, so I don't have anything else to add.

15                Thank you.

16                MR. THOMAS:  My name is Jim Thomas.  I

17 live in Goodyear, Arizona.  I work at Broadway and 40th

18 Street, so I drive I-10 every day and the traffic is bad

19 in the morning and it's horrible in the afternoon.  I

20 normally get to the office between 5:30 and 6:00 and it

21 takes me 35 minutes, it's about 30 miles.  In the

22 evenings, it takes me at least 45 minutes, sometimes an

23 hour to get home so this would be very helpful.

24                And I think, if they would take the bypass

25 off of the 101 -- if you go down to 59th, you're just

4169

1 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

1
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www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 3

1 adding trucks and a longer length of I-10 that will

2 congest the traffic even more, so the faster you can get

3 them off I-10, the better off we will all be.

4                Other than that, I hope that they build it

5 quickly, you know, cause this would not take forever to

6 build.

7                Okay.  Thank you very much.

8                MR. HUSTON:  I just want to say that I am

9 in favor of the project and after I've reviewed all the

10 boards and the entire process, it seems to make sense

11 what they've narrowed it down to.  I think, based on cost

12 alone, it seems like 59th is the best alternative.  If

13 cost weren't a factor, I think some of the ones that go

14 further to the west would also be nice to help tie into

15 the west valley.  It seems like a long time coming.

16                It seems like a great project.  I think it

17 would be good for, not only our freeway system, but

18 putting people back to work.  Overall I just think it

19 would be a really good thing for the community.

20                That's it.

21                MR. BAREHAND:  My name is Harlan Barehand.

22 I'm from the Gila River Indian Community.  I'd like to

23 thank ADOT for finally listening to us and not putting it

24 on the Reservation.  I just got through seeing a video

25 next door; it was beautiful.  I think it works out fine.
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South Mountain is a sacred site and should not be desecrated in the name of progress.
This freeway is unneeded, it's as if you are purposely destroying a beautiful park for nothing.

Sean Thomas

1 Cultural Resources The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

3 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

1

3
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1 Cultural Resources The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

1
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1

2 Cultural Resources For protection from vandalism and desecration, archaeological sites are not shown 
on maps provided to the public. The Arizona Department of Transportation will 
continue to survey the proposed alternatives for archaeological resources. Any 
negative impacts on archaeological sites would be mitigated through excavations.

2
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3

3 Environmental 
Justice/Lifestyle

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement describes a decade-long consultation 
and coordination effort led by the Arizona Department of Transportation and the 
Federal Highway Administration with the Gila River Indian Community and other 
Native American tribes. As a result of the consultation, the cultural importance 
of the South Mountains is acknowledged in the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement in several locations, notably page 5-26. The proposed project would 
accommodate and preserve (to the fullest extent possible from the available 
alternatives) access to the South Mountains for religious practices. 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act requires a government-
to-government relationship between the Federal Government and Indian 
tribes as described beginning on page 4-140 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement. Section 106 requires federal agencies take into account the effects 
of their undertakings on historic properties and requires consultation with 
tribal authorities. Consultation has occurred with Gila River Indian Community 
government officials, the Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, the Cultural Resource 
Management Program, other tribes, and the State Historic Preservation Office 
and has led to concurrence from the Gila River Indian Community Tribal Historic 
Preservation Office and the State Historic Preservation Office on National Register 
of Historic Places eligibility recommendations (including traditional cultural 
properties like the South Mountains), project effects, and proposed mitigation and 
measures to minimize harm. This consultation has been ongoing and will continue 
until any commitments in a record of decision are completed.
The section entitled Title VI and Environmental Justice, beginning on page 4-29 in the 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement, presents acceptable methods, data, and 
assumptions to assess the potential for disproportionately high and adverse effects 
from the proposed action on environmental justice populations and disparate 
impacts to populations protected under Title VI. Based on the content of the section, 
no such effects would result from the action alternatives.
In light of comments received on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, 
the above-referenced conclusions were confirmed in the preparation of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement. To provide further clarity, the discussions of 
environmental justice and Title VI were separated and additional text explaining the 
relationship of environmental justice and Title VI to various environmental elements 
was added throughout Chapter 4, Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, and 
Mitigation, as exemplified by the inserted text on page 4-29 of the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement.
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1 Public Involvement Comment noted.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/15/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

6:21 PM
CALLER:

FORMER STATE REPRESENTATIVE MARK 
THOMPSON

CALLER ADDRESS:

1429 E. WATSON DRIVE, TEMPE, AZ 85283

PHONE:

480-839-6979
EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I give my full support as a business owner in south Tempe, for the South Mountain Freeway expansion. 
Thank you.

1 Comment noted.

1
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1 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Groundwater If a well were adversely affected by construction activities, the well might need 
to be abandoned or the well owner would be compensated by drilling a new well 
according to state regulations/standards. (See text box on Final Environmental 
Impact Statement page 4-108.)

3 Economics, 
Socioeconomics

A review of the literature reveals few detailed and comprehensive analyses of the 
relationship between the transportation infrastructure and residential property 
values (Transportation Research Record: Journal of the Transportation Research 
Board, No. 2174, Transportation Research Board of the National Academies, 
Washington, D.C., 2010, pp. 138–47; “Impact of Highways on Property Values: 
Case Study of the Superstition Freeway Corridor”). A recent study by the 
California Department of Transportation concluded that freeway facilities did not 
substantially affect sales prices in residential areas adjacent to the facility. The 
study concluded that it is the visibility of the freeway that may influence selling 
price and not distance or noise. As a result, the researchers generally concluded 
that the more the visibility of a new freeway is reduced, the less it would determine 
the sales price of homes sold in the area.

4 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the City of Phoenix Police Department reported in 2005 that it did not 
have any statistics specific to crime adjacent to freeways, the Police Department 
did note that, based on its experience, there does not appear to be a correlation 
between crime rates and freeways. See Final Environmental Impact Statement 
sidebar on page 4-21. 

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

7/23/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

12:20 PM
CALLER:

DAVID THOMPSON
CALLER ADDRESS:

2405 WEST OLNE AVENUE, LAVEEN, ARIZONA 
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I am calling in support of the Loop 202 freeway. Been hoping for it to be done for quite awhile now. I 
expect it will reduce traffic congestion along Baseline significantly. I know friends that live in the East 
Valley that have to come in through I-10 West 60 to get into Phoenix and some of them have 
commented that coming around Loop 202 would be faster for them. Thank you.

1 Comment noted.

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

6/11/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

6:06 PM
CALLER

SANDRA THURSTON
CALLER ADDRESS:

15970 W. JACKSON STREET, GOODYEAR, 
ARIZONA 

PHONE:

602-423-0027
EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
And I’m glad you guys work for the freeway, for the 202. Thank you.

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Comments in opposition to South Mountain Freeway
Date: Tuesday, May 28, 2013 12:20:37 PM

-----Original Message-----
From: Sierra Club [mailto:information@sierraclub.org] On Behalf Of Nancy Tierney
Sent: Tuesday, May 28, 2013 10:16 AM
To: Projects
Subject: Comments in opposition to South Mountain Freeway

May 28, 2013

Arizona Department of Transportation South Mountain Study Team
1655 W Jackson St, MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear South Mountain Study Team,

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed South Mountain Freeway and to urge ADOT to
select the No-Build Alternative.

The proposed freeway would cause more problems than it would solve, while providing only short-term
congestion relief. As is evident by our numerous clogged roads and freeways, many of which have
recently been built or widened, building more roads is not the answer. ADOT needs to instead focus on
planning for and investing in long-term transportation solutions, including mass transit. The only way to
effectively reduce congestion and mobilize people is by reducing the number of vehicles utilizing our
roads, not by encouraging more to use them.

Despite the claims of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the South Mountain Freeway would
worsen air quality in the region over time, increasing public health risks. More vehicles would introduce
more pollution, aggravating conditions of asthma, cancer, and other diseases.

The freeway would also negatively effect our environment. South Mountain Park is the largest city park
in our nation. It was set aside to protect resources and to benefit our communities. By blasting a
freeway through a portion of this park, wildlife and habitat will be destroyed, movement corridors will
be cut off, valuable public spaces will be lost, and more. This would set a terrible precedent by
demolishing what should remain a protected area.

The freeway will also exacerbate urban sprawl and further burden Arizona's taxpayers. Its construction
would continue ADOT's trend of forcing residents to remain vehicle-dependent while paying for
infrastructure so that others can live farther and farther from a city center.

Please help protect our communities, our health, and our environment by selecting the No Action
Alternative. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Tierney
101 N 7th St Unit 244
Phoenix, AZ 85034-1038
(602) 296-4900

1 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No‑Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

3 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1). 
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway 
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 3-3 
through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving existing 
freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce travel 
demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only the 
potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building 
nothing, the No‑Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association 
of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional 
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass 
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were 
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would 
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

4 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Health Effects

6 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f) 

7 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife
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8 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed action 
would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most noticeably in 
the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide recession which 
began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study Area, the 
proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, and a near-
fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or induced growth 
would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an area planned for 
urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans for at least the 
last 25 years.
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Document Created: 7/15/2013 12:38:18 PM by Web Comment Form

I just want to officially voice my objection for the following reasons:
* The original proposed freeway was not as extensive as what is currently planned. This is
much greater noise, pollution, congestion and therefore accidents than what the original
residents (such as myself) had planned.
* A bypass already exists in Case Grande. If this is inadequate, it would be less expensive to
upgrade this system.
* The study does not include Pima County, why? This area is still growing and has the higher
growth potential.
* A compromise to all parties would be to continue Pecos road connecting the West side of
town - no Freeway.

Tom Tillery

1 Traffic The alignment identified as the Preferred Alternative (W59 and E1 Alternatives) 
closely follows the alignment identified in the 1988 Environmental Assessment and 
Design Concept Report (see Final Environmental Impact Statement Figure  1-2 
on page 1-6 and text on page 1-8 for more information). In 1988, the freeway was 
proposed as having three general purpose lanes in each direction with an open 
median for a future high-occupancy vehicle lane in each direction. This configuration 
is similar to the existing loop freeways. The current proposed freeway, as depicted 
in Figure  3-34 on page 3-58 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement includes 
constructing three general purpose lanes and a high-occupancy vehicle lane in each 
direction. With respect to the number of lanes and location, the proposed freeway 
has remained relatively the same.

2 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Air Quality

4 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
By 2035, east- and westbound motorists on Interstate 10 between State Route 
101L (Agua Fria Freeway) and State Route 202L (Santan Freeway) are expected to 
experience stop-and-go driving for over 3 hours every day. This is for a distance of 
nearly 30 miles. A new freeway in the Study Area would distribute commuters over 
an additional freeway facility. As a result, the duration of stop-and-go traffic on 
the region’s freeways would be reduced.

5 Alternatives The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to improve 
mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow 
traffic to bypass already congested routes (see Final Environmental Impact 
Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other “loop” freeways in the 
Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain Freeway would be a 
commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between the eastern and western 
portions of Maricopa County. The State Route 85/Interstate 8 Alternative was 
evaluated for the proposed project. The reasons this alternative was eliminated 
from further study are presented on page 3-9 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement.

6 Alternatives The Maricopa Association of Governments regional travel demand model does 
include Pinal County. The potential freeway users with origins or destinations in 
Pinal County are included in Final Environmental Impact Statement Figure  3-18, 
on page 3-36. They would represent 10 percent of the total freeway users.

1

2

7

5

6

3 4

(Responses continue on next page)



B3254  •  Comment Response Appendix

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

7 Alternatives The study evaluated the concept of extending Pecos Road as a parkway. In the 
best-case scenario, a parkway would carry approximately 105,000 vehicles per 
day, well below the average daily traffic on the proposed freeway, which would 
range from 117,000 to 190,000 vehicles per day (see Final Environmental Impact 
Statement page 3-19). As a result, the Arizona Parkway would lack sufficient 
capacity to meet projected travel demand. The Arizona Parkway would not 
adequately address the projected transportation system capacity deficiency, would 
not remove a sufficient amount of traffic from arterial streets, and, therefore, 
would not meet the project’s purpose and need. For these reasons, the Arizona 
Parkway was eliminated from further consideration. 
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1 Traffic The alignment identified as the Preferred Alternative (W59 and E1 Alternatives) 
closely follows the alignment identified in the 1988 Environmental Assessment and 
Design Concept Report (see Draft Environmental Impact Statement Figure  1-2 
on page 1-6 and text on page 1-8 for more information). In 1988, the freeway was 
proposed as having three general purpose lanes in each direction with an open 
median for a future high-occupancy vehicle lane in each direction. This configuration 
is similar to the existing loop freeways. The current proposed freeway, as depicted 
in Figure  3-34 on page 3-58 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement includes 
constructing three general purpose lanes and a high-occupancy vehicle lane in each 
direction. With respect to the number of lanes and location, the proposed freeway 
has remained relatively the same.

2 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Air Quality

4 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
By 2035, east- and westbound motorists on Interstate 10 between State Route 
101L (Agua Fria Freeway) and State Route 202L (Santan Freeway) are expected to 
experience stop-and-go driving for over 3 hours every day. This is for a distance of 
nearly 30 miles. A new freeway in the Study Area would distribute commuters over 
an additional freeway facility. As a result, the duration of stop-and-go traffic on 
the region’s freeways would be reduced.

5 Alternatives The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to improve 
mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow 
traffic to bypass already congested routes (see Final Environmental Impact 
Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other “loop” freeways in the 
Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain Freeway would be a 
commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between the eastern and western 
portions of Maricopa County. The State Route 85/Interstate 8 Alternative was 
evaluated for the proposed project. The reasons this alternative was eliminated 
from further study are presented on page 3-9 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement.

6 Alternatives The Maricopa Association of Governments regional travel demand model does 
include Pinal County. The potential freeway users with origins or destinations in 
Pinal County are included in Final Environmental Impact Statement Figure 3-18, on 
page 3-36. They would represent 10 percent of the total freeway users.

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: A vote no for South Mountain Freeway-F.Y.I.
Date: Monday, July 15, 2013 10:45:34 AM

Thank you,
Felicia Beltran
Senior Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-319-7709
azdot.gov

From: Thomas Tillery [mailto:tilleryt@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, July 15, 2013 10:41 AM
To: Projects
Cc: Ann Tillery
Subject: A vote no for South Mountain Freeway

Hello,

I just want to officially voice my objection for the following reasons:

The original proposed freeway was not as extensive as what is currently planned. This
is much greater noise, pollution, congestion and therefore accidents beyond what the
original residents had planned when they invested in their Ahwatukee property. 
A bypass already exists in Case Grande. If this is inadequate, it would be less
expensive to upgrade this system.
The study does not include Pinal County, why? This area is still growing and has the
higher growth potential.
A compromise to all parties would be to continue Pecos road connecting the West side
of town - no Freeway.

Regards,
Tom Tillery

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.
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7 Alternatives The study evaluated the concept of extending Pecos Road as a parkway. In the 
best-case scenario, a parkway would carry approximately 105,000 vehicles per 
day, well below the average daily traffic on the proposed freeway, which would 
range from 117,000 to 190,000 vehicles per day (see Final Environmental Impact 
Statement page 3-19). As a result, the Arizona Parkway would lack sufficient 
capacity to meet projected travel demand. The Arizona Parkway would not 
adequately address the projected transportation system capacity deficiency, would 
not remove a sufficient amount of traffic from arterial streets, and, therefore, 
would not meet the project’s purpose and need. For these reasons, the Arizona 
Parkway was eliminated from further consideration. 
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: I approve south mountain freeway.
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:42:30 AM

From: na [mailto:taftsheffield@aol.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 17, 2013 6:45 PM
To: Projects
Subject: I approve south mountain freeway.

5/18/13

Yes I agree the south mountain freeway should be built. I also support any freeway starting from AZ
Casino/ Mcdowell rd extenteding to 202.  This is not an argument or debate. Its what is needed no
matter what some individuals may think. Consider the in domain law, Dot what are you waiting for.

Thanks
Tim

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Comment on the South Mountain Freeway Loop 202 Draft Environmental Impact Statement.
Date: Friday, July 05, 2013 9:31:04 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

From: Jeannine Maldonado [mailto:jeanninemal@me.com] 
Sent: Friday, July 05, 2013 9:23 AM
To: Projects
Cc: Jeannine Maldonado
Subject: Comment on the South Mountain Freeway Loop 202 Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

ADOT,

I wish to comment on the South Mountain Freeway Loop 202 Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

ADOT must desist from proposing to build 202 on Pecos Road. This proposed leg of the freeway will
degrade the quality of life in Ahwatukee Village, disrupt wildlife and recreational use in South Mountain
Park Preserve and destroy a Gila River Indian Community sacred site.

We bought our home in Ahwatukee Foothills because my daughter and I suffer from asthma and we
place high value on the better quality of air in the area, in particular during the summer months. We
treasure the relative quiet and small-town feeling of Ahwatukee Foothills, the easy access to quiet and
scenic hiking trails in our backyard of South Mountain Park, the low-traffic roads near our schools and in
our neighborhoods, and its proximity to our Gila River Indian Community neighbors, which affords us a
scenic view of relatively undisturbed desert land in our daily commute.

But by building the South Mountain Freeway on Pecos Road and through South Mountain Park Preserve:

1) There will be a substantial increase in vehicle traffic in the Ahwatukee Foothills neighborhood and
local arterial streets. 
In addition, the proposed freeway will become the truckers route of choice.

2) The overall impact on the quality of life in the Ahwatukee Foothills area will suffer tremendously as
sound walls cannot prevent the noise rising over due to elevation (upwards) in the Foothills.

3) Ahwatukee would have two elementary, one middle and one high school either immediately adjoining
or within 1/8 of a mile of the proposed freeway. The air quality our children breathe will suffer
permanent damage as the estimated 140,000 vehicles/day traverse the proposed freeway. 

1 Alternatives, E1 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee 
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location for 
many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 4-21). 
Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, noise 
mitigation would be implemented according to the Arizona Department of 
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91). 

3 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

4 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

5 Cultural Resources

6 Traffic In 2006, the City of Phoenix conducted a traffic circulation study to evaluate the 
impacts of the freeway on the local street system. The City study found no adverse 
effects on the local street system from the proposed freeway (see Appendix 3-1 of 
the Final Environmental Impact Statement). The daily traffic volume on 17th Street 
in 2011 was approximately 4,500 vehicles per day just north of Pecos Road (see 
phoenix.gov/streets/traffic/volumemap). With the proposed freeway in place, an 
additional 4,000 vehicles day would use 17th Avenue to access residences west of 
17th Avenue. The total daily traffic would be well below the capacity of a two-lane 
road (approximately 15,000 vehicles per day).

7 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

8 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 
Noise barriers are designed to provide a substantial reduction in noise levels 
along freeways, but do not and cannot eliminate noise from passing into nearby 
neighborhoods. Just because noise can be heard does not mean that noise 
barriers are ineffective. Even at the levels considered “acceptable” by the Arizona 
Department of Transportation Noise Abatement Policy and Federal Highway 
Administration regulations, noise is still readily audible and can be heard for some 
distance from the freeway.

9 Noise As discussed in the Noise Analysis Technical Report prepared for the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement, the proposed South Mountain Freeway was 
modeled in the latest version of the Traffic Noise Model (version 2.5). This is a 
three-dimensional model that factors in elements of the proposed freeway using x, 
y, and z coordinates. The model did account for the elevations of the freeway,
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4) Destruction of a portion of South Mountain Park Preserve, which the Gila River Indian
Community view as a sacred mountain, is unacceptable. 

5) The proposed routes through South Mountain Park Preserve will permanently damage native Arizona
plants and wildlife.

6) Growing business opportunities is not a need for residents in Ahwatukee. We find there is already in
place everything we need and want. 

In summary, I object to the building of the South Mountain Freeway on Pecos Road and through South
Mountain Park Preserve as it will do permanent harm to our environment. 

ADOT should seriously reconsider the alternative of building 202 through uninhabited parts of Maricopa.

Jeannine Maldonado Timmes
410 E Brookwood Ct.
Phoenix AZ, 85048

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

9 
(cont.)

nearby homes that may be elevated above the road, and any recommended 
barriers between the homes and freeway. This is the same procedure and same 
model used for other freeway projects in the Phoenix metropolitan area and across 
the country.

10 Health Effects The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

11 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

12 Alternatives A Riggs Road Alternative was considered. It would replace 51st Avenue south of 
its connection to Interstate 10 (Papago Freeway) for approximately 21 miles. It 
would then replace approximately 4 miles of Beltline Road in an easterly direction. 
At the Riggs Road/State Route 347 intersection, the alternative would replace 
approximately 3 miles of Riggs Road before connecting to Interstate 10 (Maricopa 
Freeway) (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-9). While the Riggs 
Road Alternative would serve regional mobility needs, particularly of those living in 
the Maricopa area, meeting this travel demand would not address specific planning 
goals for an integrated regional transportation network. The Regional Transportation 
Plan identifies the proposed South Mountain Freeway as a critical link in the 
Regional Freeway and Highway System. The Riggs Road Alternative would not 
complete the Phoenix metropolitan area’s loop system as part of State Route 
202L, thereby causing substantial out-of-direction travel for motorists. Therefore, 
the Riggs Road Alternative would not meet the project’s purpose and need criteria 
and was eliminated from further study.
In addition, nearly two-thirds of any alternative using Riggs Road would be on 
Gila River Indian Community land. Tribal sovereignty is based in the inherent 
authority of Native American tribes to govern themselves. While this notion of 
sovereignty is manifested in many areas, generally Native American land is held 
in trust by the United States. Native American communities have the authority to 
regulate land uses and activities on their lands. States have very limited authority 
over activities within tribal land (see page 2-1 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement). From a practical standpoint, this means that the Arizona Department 
of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration do not have the authority 
to survey tribal land, make land use (including transportation) determinations 
directly affecting tribal land, or condemn tribal land for public benefit through an 
eminent domain process.

13 Alternatives The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to improve 
mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow 
traffic to bypass already congested routes (see Final Environmental Impact 
Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other “loop” freeways in the 
Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain Freeway would be a 
commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between the eastern and western 
portions of Maricopa County. The State Route 85/Interstate 8 Alternative was 
evaluated for the proposed project. The reasons this alternative was eliminated 
from further study are presented on page 3-9 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement.

5

3

11

12 13

4



B3260  •  Comment Response Appendix

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: comment on south mountain freeway loop 202 environmental impact statement
Date: Friday, July 05, 2013 8:38:51 AM

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

-----Original Message-----
From: Francis Timmes [mailto:fxt44@mac.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 04, 2013 9:35 PM
To: Projects
Cc: Francis Timmes
Subject: Re: comment on south mountain freeway loop 202 environmental impact statement

ADOT,

A wish to comment on the south mountain freeway loop 202 environmental impact statement.

1) There will be a substantial increase in vehicle traffic in the Ahwatukee Foothills neighborhood and
local arterial streets.
In addition, the proposed freeway will become the truckers route of choice.

2) The overall impact on the quality of life in the Ahwatukee Foothills area will suffer tremendously as
sound walls cannot prevent the noise rising over due to elevation (upwards) in the Foothills.

3) Ahwatukee would have two elementary, one middle and one high school either immediately
adjoining or within 1/8 of a mile of the proposed freeway. The air quality our children breathe will suffer
permanent damage as the estimated
140,000 vehicles/day traverse the proposed freeway.

4) Destruction of a portion of South Mountain Park, which the Gila River Indian Community view as a
sacred mountain, is unacceptable.

5) The proposed routes through South Mountain Park will permanently damage native Arizona plants
and wildlife.

In summary, I object to the building of the south mountain freeway on pecos road.
I suggest you consider building the freeway through uninhabited parts of maricopa.

Sincerely,

frank timmes
410 e brookwood ct.
phoenix az, 85048

________________________________

1 Traffic In 2006, the City of Phoenix conducted a traffic circulation study to evaluate the 
impacts of the freeway on the local street system. The City study found no adverse 
effects on the local street system from the proposed freeway (see Appendix 3-1 of 
the Final Environmental Impact Statement). The daily traffic volume on 17th Street 
in 2011 was approximately 4,500 vehicles per day just north of Pecos Road (see 
phoenix.gov/streets/traffic/volumemap). With the proposed freeway in place, an 
additional 4,000 vehicles day would use 17th Avenue to access residences west of 
17th Avenue. The total daily traffic would be well below the capacity of a two-lane 
road (approximately 15,000 vehicles per day).

2 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee 
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location for 
many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 4-21). 
Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, noise 
mitigation would be implemented according to the Arizona Department of 
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91). 

4 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 
Noise barriers are designed to provide a substantial reduction in noise levels 
along freeways, but do not and cannot eliminate noise from passing into nearby 
neighborhoods. Just because noise can be heard does not mean that noise 
barriers are ineffective. Even at the levels considered “acceptable” by the Arizona 
Department of Transportation Noise Abatement Policy and Federal Highway 
Administration regulations, noise is still readily audible and can be heard for some 
distance from the freeway.

5 Noise As discussed in the Noise Analysis Technical Report prepared for the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement, the proposed South Mountain Freeway was 
modeled in the latest version of the Traffic Noise Model (version 2.5). This is a 
three-dimensional model that factors in elements of the proposed freeway using 
x, y, and z coordinates. The model did account for the elevations of the freeway, 
nearby homes that may be elevated above the road, and any recommended 
barriers between the homes and freeway. This is the same procedure and same 
model used for other freeway projects in the Phoenix metropolitan area and across 
the country.

6 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 

7 Health Effects
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8 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 

9 Cultural Resources

10 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

11 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community

12 Alternatives A Riggs Road Alternative was considered. It would replace 51st Avenue south of 
its connection to Interstate 10 (Papago Freeway) for approximately 21 miles. It 
would then replace approximately 4 miles of Beltline Road in an easterly direction. 
At the Riggs Road/State Route 347 intersection, the alternative would replace 
approximately 3 miles of Riggs Road before connecting to Interstate 10 (Maricopa 
Freeway) (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-9). While the Riggs 
Road Alternative would serve regional mobility needs, particularly of those living in 
the Maricopa area, meeting this travel demand would not address specific planning 
goals for an integrated regional transportation network. The Regional Transportation 
Plan identifies the proposed South Mountain Freeway as a critical link in the 
Regional Freeway and Highway System. The Riggs Road Alternative would not 
complete the Phoenix metropolitan area’s loop system as part of State Route 
202L, thereby causing substantial out-of-direction travel for motorists. Therefore, 
the Riggs Road Alternative would not meet the project’s purpose and need criteria 
and was eliminated from further study.
In addition, nearly two-thirds of any alternative using Riggs Road would be on 
Gila River Indian Community land. Tribal sovereignty is based in the inherent 
authority of Native American tribes to govern themselves. While this notion of 
sovereignty is manifested in many areas, generally Native American land is held 
in trust by the United States. Native American communities have the authority to 
regulate land uses and activities on their lands. States have very limited authority 
over activities within tribal land (see page 2-1 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement). From a practical standpoint, this means that the Arizona Department 
of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration do not have the authority 
to survey tribal land, make land use (including transportation) determinations 
directly affecting tribal land, or condemn tribal land for public benefit through an 
eminent domain process.

13 Alternatives The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to improve 
mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow 
traffic to bypass already congested routes (see Final Environmental Impact 
Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other “loop” freeways in the 
Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain Freeway would be a 
commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between the eastern and western 
portions of Maricopa County. The State Route 85/Interstate 8 Alternative was 
evaluated for the proposed project. The reasons this alternative was eliminated 
from further study are presented on page 3-9 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

7/23/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

6:39 PM
CALLER:

AARON TIMMONS
CALLER ADDRESS:

15393 WEST MONTECITO AVENUE, GOODYEAR, 
ARIZONA 85395

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the 202, Loop extension, South Mountain freeway. Thank you.

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Loop 202 South Mountain
Date: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 10:49:40 AM

From: Jenn Tingwald [mailto:jennifertingwald@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 21, 2013 4:56 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Loop 202 South Mountain

To Whom it May Concern:

I am writing to inform you of my support of the Loop 202 South Mountain project that is currently pending.

As a resident of South Phoenix (on the boarder of Laveen- off of 51st Avenue and Ellwood) I strongly support this initiative, even
though I know that it will literally place a freeway in my back yard. As a home owner and business owner, this project is
imparative to the vitality of the southwest valley.

Please, continue moving forward this project. The revenue it will bring to this area is badly needed, and the ability to connect to
the rest of the city will vastly improve our way of life.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Tingwald

--

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain
confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete
or destroy all  copies plus attachments.
.

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: South Mountain Study Team
Date: Thursday, May 02, 2013 9:39:24 AM
Attachments: image002.png

 
 

From: Jason.Tollefson@Microchip.com [mailto:Jason.Tollefson@Microchip.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 02, 2013 9:27 AM
To: Projects
Subject: South Mountain Study Team
 
Hi South Mountain Team,
 
As a Foothills Club West resident I am opposed to the Pecos alignment in entirety.
 
I would support an alignment that is 1-2 miles south on the Gila River Reservation.
 
I do not support the Pecos alignment for the following reasons:
Pollution
Traffic Noise
Truck Noise
Crime
Loss of Bike way
Increased traffic density in community
Increased accidents
 
Thanks,
 

 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Alternatives, E1 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 

2 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community

3 Air Quality

4 Noise

5 Noise The Maricopa Association of Governments regional travel demand model 
forecasts approximately 10 percent truck traffic on the South Mountain Freeway 
in 2035 (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-64). This percentage is 
similar to current conditions on Interstate 10 between Loop 101 and Interstate 17 
and on U.S. Route 60. Air quality and noise modeling for the Draft and Final 
Environmental Impact Statements used this forecast truck traffic (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-68 and 4-100, respectively). Noise 
mitigation is designed for this predicted noise level, including the noise from 
trucks.

6 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the City of Phoenix Police Department reported in 2005 that it did not 
have any statistics specific to crime adjacent to freeways, the Police Department 
did note that, based on its experience, there does not appear to be a correlation 
between crime rates and freeways. See Final Environmental Impact Statement 
sidebar on page 4-21. 

7 Traffic The study has considered concepts for parallel multiuse paths; however, the main 
line of the proposed freeway would not have a bicycle route as part of the design. 
The design of the traffic interchanges includes provisions for pedestrian and 
bicycle movement in accordance with current design guidelines and regulations. 
While not currently included, enhancements such as pedestrian bridges or multiuse 
paths may be added during the final design phase through coordination with the 
City of Phoenix (see page 3-60 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). The 
cost and maintenance of these enhancements would be the responsibility of the 
City of Phoenix.

8 Traffic In 2006, the City of Phoenix conducted a traffic circulation study to evaluate the 
impacts of the freeway on the local street system. The City study found no adverse 
effects on the local street system from the proposed freeway (see Appendix 3-1 in 
the Final Environmental Impact Statement). The daily traffic volume on 17th Street 
in 2011 was approximately 4,500 vehicles per day just north of Pecos Road (see 
phoenix.gov/streets/traffic/volumemap). With the proposed freeway in place, an 
additional 4,000 vehicles day would use 17th Avenue to access residences west of 
17th Avenue. The total daily traffic would be well below the capacity of a two-lane 
road (approximately 15,000 vehicles per day).
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1             MR. TOLLEFSON:  I'm Jason Tollefson.  So

2 I think the one thing after talking with several of

3 the project team members that stands out in my mind

4 is that there is no replacement for recreation on

5 Pecos.  So currently there's a lot of people that go

6 out all week long on Pecos Road riding bikes and

7 jogging, whatever, and there's no alternative once

8 this project happens.  So that's a pretty big concern

9 for me because I use that and lots of people I know

10 use that.

11             A second overall concern is noise.  And I

12 saw that the plan currently is to raise the freeway

13 from the current grade.  And talking with one of the

14 planning engineers, he noted that that actually

15 increases noise level.  So I understand the way to

16 try and mitigate that is a wall, but my location and

17 my house is such that if the freeway's additionally

18 raised and then there's a wall, it's going to have a

19 severe obstruction to my view from my home, and also

20 concerns me with the noise.  The fact that it's that

21 much higher and could transmit over to my house,

22 which we already get Pecos noise, and this will

23 probably be more.

24             And then I guess the last concern is

25 truck noise.  I believe that this freeway will be

5008

1 Traffic The study has considered concepts for parallel multiuse paths; however, the main 
line of the proposed freeway would not have a bicycle route as part of the design. 
The design of the traffic interchanges includes provisions for pedestrian and 
bicycle movement in accordance with current design guidelines and regulations. 
While not currently included, enhancements such as pedestrian bridges or multiuse 
paths may be added during the final design phase through coordination with the 
City of Phoenix (see page 3-60 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). The 
cost and maintenance of these enhancements would be the responsibility of the 
City of Phoenix.

2 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 

3 Visual Resources For most of the alignments of each of the action alternatives, the proposed 
freeway would be elevated above the natural grade of the surrounding land. This 
elevated profile would allow noise to carry farther, creating noise impacts at 
greater distances from the freeway. Depressing the profile of the freeway below 
grade might reduce traffic noise levels adjacent to depressed sections. However, 
it would be necessary to also construct at-grade noise barriers to achieve noise 
reduction goals at receiver locations adjacent to depressed freeway sections (see 
page 4-99 in the Final Environmental Impact Statement). This strategy would 
reduce visual impacts associated with high noise barriers on elevated freeways, 
but would entail ground-level noise barriers and their associated interference with 
views. Thus, with either approach to noise reduction, views of nearby mountains 
could be disrupted. The specific impacts would depend on the geometrics of the 
height of any noise barriers constructed, the intervening topography, and the 
distance of the barriers from the residences in question.

4 Noise As discussed in the Noise Analysis Technical Report prepared for the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement, the proposed South Mountain Freeway was 
modeled in the latest version of the Traffic Noise Model (version 2.5). This is a 
three-dimensional model that factors in elements of the proposed freeway using 
x, y, and z coordinates. The model did account for the elevations of the freeway, 
nearby homes that may be elevated above the road, and any recommended 
barriers between the homes and freeway. This is the same procedure and same 
model used for other freeway projects in the Phoenix metropolitan area and across 
the country. 

5 Noise Noise barriers are designed to provide a substantial reduction in noise levels 
along freeways, but do not and cannot eliminate noise from passing into nearby 
neighborhoods. Just because noise can be heard does not mean that noise 
barriers are ineffective. Even at the levels considered “acceptable” by the Arizona 
Department of Transportation Noise Abatement Policy and Federal Highway 
Administration regulations, noise is still readily audible and can be heard for some 
distance from the freeway.
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(Responses continue on next page)
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1 used quite a bit as a bypass to Phoenix, and so

2 that's going to bring just additional noise 24/7.

3 It's one thing to have commuter noise, you know,

4 which -- which goes down in the evenings, but truck

5 noise is something that I think won't cease because

6 truckers are trucking 24/7.  So that's -- those are

7 my concerns and hopefully they're taken into

8 consideration.

9             So I just want to make it clear that I'm

10 not opposed to a freeway, but I'm opposed to the

11 current alignment of the freeway.  I noticed during

12 the selection process there were lots of

13 alternatives.  Of course some of them are very

14 difficult because they involve the Indian

15 reservation, but I oppose that.

16             And the last thing I'd like to add to

17 that is it really doesn't -- in my opinion, it

18 doesn't help this community as much as it helps the

19 communities outside of this community because it

20 helps the people on the west side get to the east

21 side, and the people on the east side get to the west

22 side, but it really doesn't benefit us who live here

23 that much.

24             We already have easy access out to the

25 freeway, and personally I'm willing to do the commute

6 Noise The Maricopa Association of Governments regional travel demand model 
forecasts approximately 10 percent truck traffic on the South Mountain Freeway 
in 2035 (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-64). This percentage is 
similar to current conditions on Interstate 10 between Loop 101 and Interstate 17 
and on U.S. Route 60. Air quality and noise modeling for the Draft and Final 
Environmental Impact Statements used this forecast truck traffic (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-68 and 4-100, respectively). Noise 
mitigation is designed for this predicted noise level, including the noise from 
trucks.

7 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 

8 Alternatives, E1 
Alternative

9 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

7

8
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1 to the west side and take some additional time

2 because I really have no reason to be out there.  All

3 my business is in the east and downtown area, so

4 those are my comments.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: SouthMountain Freeway Construction
Date: Wednesday, July 17, 2013 2:07:52 PM
Attachments: image001.png

 

 

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

 

From: Bob Toloskiewich [mailto:bobtolo@cox.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, July 17, 2013 12:19 PM
To: Projects
Subject: SouthMountain Freeway Construction
 

I am a member of Phoenix Mountains Preservation Council (PMPC) and Preserving Arizona’s
Resources and Children (PARC) and am writing to express my opposition to the proposed South
Mountain Freeway.

 The proposed route would run through South Mountain Park and would result in three ridges being
leveled with the removal of 4 million cubic yards of earth in order to accommodate this 10 lane
thoroughfare.  We, the citizens of this valley, are very protective of our parks and we, the citizens,
were not asked if we approved of this alignment.

 I am also concerned about air pollution in the South Mountain area.  The freeway route sits in a
natural valley, one where air pollution is already a significant problem.  The addition of this truck
route would increase the air pollution significantly.  We are already in danger of losing over a billion
dollars in federal funding due to poor air quality.  More trucks in this valley is not what we need. 

I believe that a freeway should be built along the path of US85.  No parklands would be destroyed,
no homes and businesses would have to be leveled and relocated, and it would keep the large
polluting trucks out of the valley.

I implore you to do what you can to stop the construction of this freeway through South Mountain
Park.

Sincerely,

Bob Toloskiewich

 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 

2 Design The proposed freeway would be eight lanes wide, not ten lanes. See Figure  3-34, 
on Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-58.

3 Public Involvement No public vote was held as part of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
review process. Members of the public were encouraged to participate and submit 
their comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement during the 90-day 
comment period.
The proposed Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway has been a critical part of the 
Maricopa Association of Governments’ Regional Freeway and Highway System 
since it was first included in funding approved by Maricopa County voters in 1985. 
It was also part of the Regional Transportation Plan funding passed by Maricopa 
County voters in 2004 through Proposition 400.

4 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 

5 Air Quality According to the Arizona Department of Transportation, 2013, Air Quality 
Assessment South Mountain Freeway 202L Draft Report, review of wind data from the 
Gila River Indian Community monitoring site at St. Johns suggests that during 
the morning hours and associated with mountain-drainage air flows and stable 
atmospheric conditions, wind flows are from the southeast and follow the Gila 
River channel to the north. Locations to the east of St. Johns tend to flow from 
the east to the lower elevations along the Gila River. During the warmer hours’ 
improved mixing, flows typically follow the river channel and come from the north 
and northwest. Likewise, during a 1-month-long meteorological monitoring period 
(November 20, 2006, through December 21, 2006) at Pecos Road and 40th Street 
and a second 1-month-long monitoring period at Pecos Road and 24th and 40th 
streets (April 19, 2007, through May 21, 2007), winds during the morning hours 
typically were from the northeast. During the warmer hours, and with improved 
mixing, winds typically were from the west.

6 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 

7 Alternatives The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to improve 
mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow 
traffic to bypass already congested routes (see Final Environmental Impact 
Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other “loop” freeways in the 
Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain Freeway would be a 
commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between the eastern and western 
portions of Maricopa County. The State Route 85/Interstate 8 Alternative was 
evaluated for the proposed project. The reasons this alternative was eliminated 
from further study are presented on page 3-9 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement.
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8 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Thumbs up to S. Mountain loop 202
Date: Thursday, July 18, 2013 10:41:39 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Thank you,
Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060
azdot.gov

From: Krone McMogulson [mailto:4daylive@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, July 18, 2013 10:40 AM
To: Projects
Subject: Thumbs up to S. Mountain loop 202

Let's build a better Arizona.  Let's build the South Mountain 202 loop.

Thanks
Tom

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: I oppose the $2.6B-wasting, sprawl-enabling, pollution-increasing Loop 202 extension
Date: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 1:42:17 PM

Thank you,

Salina Tovar
Community Relations Officer
1655 W. Jackson St.
MD 126F, Room 170
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602.712.4629
azdot.gov

From: Tom [mailto:goodgnus@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 1:39 PM
To: Projects
Subject: I oppose the $2.6B-wasting, sprawl-enabling, pollution-increasing Loop 202 extension

I do not trust the dishonest Draft EIS which critically ignores the well-documented dynamic of induced demand.

As a cyclist, motorist and valley resident since 1996, Phoenix does NOT NEED more
freeways. This kind of development post housing boom and in a down economy is a waste of
money. Driving in the Phoenix Metro area is easy, too easy. It discourages smart
development, alternative transportation and pollutes our valley. The valley has gone downhill
since 1996 in my opinion. We're an urban sprawl hell.

Thank you,

-Tom
Mesa, AZ

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Secondary and 
Cumulative

Induced travel and induced growth are addressed under subheadings of those 
names on Draft Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174.

2 Secondary and 
Cumulative

The proposed freeway is a response to existing and anticipated travel demand 
in the metropolitan Phoenix area. It is not meant to increase travel beyond 
that expected to be generated from existing and anticipated population and 
employment growth and related land development. It is important to consider that 
improvements proposed for any type of transportation system (e.g., a new bus 
route, rail transit line, commuter rail service) would likely lead to changes in travel 
behavior, which, in turn, would lead to increased use of the particular system. 
Improvements made to a given transportation system are meant to attract new 
users (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). If 
this were not a primary goal, the improvements would be neither effective nor 
warranted. For the proposed action, a goal is to attract users of other segments 
of the Regional Freeway and Highway System and the local arterial street network, 
now and in the future, to the proposed action to optimize, in part, the entire 
regional transportation system (as outlined in the proposed action’s purpose and 
need in Chapter 1).

3 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
By 2035, east- and westbound motorists on Interstate 10 between State Route 
101L (Agua Fria Freeway) and State Route 202L (Santan Freeway) are expected to 
experience stop-and-go driving for over 3 hours every day. This is for a distance of 
nearly 30 miles. A new freeway in the Study Area would distribute commuters over 
an additional freeway facility. As a result, the duration of stop-and-go traffic on 
the region’s freeways would be reduced.

4 Purpose and Need The worldwide recession that began in late 2007 generated a substantial downturn 
in growth rates for new housing and employment across the United States. 
Arizona particularly suffered the effects of this recession because, beginning in 
the early 2000s, Arizona in general and Maricopa County specifically experienced 
some of the fastest population, housing, and employment growth rates in the 
country. Because the need for the proposed freeway is predicated in part on 
projected growth, one might conclude the recession reduced that need. An 
economic downturn associated with a given recession is, however, generally 
considered a short-term phenomenon with respect to the longer-term planning 
horizon established for the proposed freeway. Socioeconomic indicators have 
steadily and consistently increased in the region since the early 1900s. The critical 
factors underlying these indicators remain unchanged. (See the sidebar on Final 
Environmental Impact Statement page 1-11.)

5 Purpose and 
Need, Old Plan or 
Use of Old Data

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 
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6 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed action 
would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most noticeably in 
the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide recession which 
began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study Area, the 
proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, and a near-
fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or induced growth 
would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an area planned for 
urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans for at least the 
last 25 years.
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1 Comment noted.
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Document Created: 7/24/2013 8:40:05 PM by Web Comment Form

Please approve the loop 202 freeway.  It will improve so many lives and the economy.
Let's finish this!  :)

Heather Tommasi

1 Comment noted.

1
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Document Created: 7/16/2013 7:16:35 PM by Web Comment Form

You are proposing to link the new 202 to Interstate 10 at about 51st Avenue. I am sure
this is the easiest place to place the junction in terms of acquiring right-of-way. It is an area
whose citizens will offer little resistance to eminent domain.
The problem with this alignment and subsequent junction is that it will create one of the worst
bottlenecks that Arizona has ever seen. The expansion of interstate 10 to accommodate the
huge number of westbound trucks that will choose this route to avoid the center of Phoenix
will need to be immense. I have already seen how you folks join routes:
Exhibit 1: the junction of northbound 51 to westbound 101- a nasty little bottleneck.
Exhibit 2: the junction of the westbound 101 to northbound I-17-another unfortunate piece of
bottleneck engineering.
A more sensible alignment (albeit more problematic and costly) would be to join the 202 to
the existing 101and avoid that already congested corridor of Interstate 10 between 51st and
99th Avenues.
I know, this makes way too much sense.
Thanks for listening.

Frank Tonis
Associate Broker
HomeSmart Real Estate.

1 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 

1
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Document Created: 6/19/2013 9:01:44 PM by Web Comment Form

This proposal does not cover even half of the impact this extension of Loop 202 will have
on the population in Ahwatukee and surrounding area. The air quality will be severely
impacted. The noise generated by the traffic will be trapped in the residential area by the
mountain.
There is no reason to construct this freeway. It will be simply a truck by-pass. Very few
people in the Ahwatukee area will benefit from this.
Those who feel the freeway will benefit them when commuting to their work should consider
moving closer.

Jerry Tooley

1 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 

2 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 
As discussed in the Noise Analysis Technical Report prepared for the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement, the proposed South Mountain Freeway was 
modeled in the latest version of the Traffic Noise Model (version 2.5). This is a 
three-dimensional model that factors in elements of the proposed freeway using 
x, y, and z coordinates. The model did account for the elevations of the freeway, 
nearby homes that may be elevated above the road, and any recommended 
barriers between the homes and freeway. This is the same procedure and same 
model used for other freeway projects in the Phoenix metropolitan area and across 
the country.

3 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 

4 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

1

2

3

4
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1 children with the status quo, using the exorbitant 

2 right-of-way freeway paid the landowners the highest 

3 buildout cost.  The Arizona legislature has done that 

4 to us.

5           Nor should we ignore the many deaths, semi 

6 rollovers, and the expensive public responders to the 

7 many and frequent crash freeway accidents.

8           Now, what we need is safe, efficient, useful, 

9 sustainable, affordable, state-of-art regional 

10 connective transportation.

11           And even considering a fast train, high-speed 

12 elevated train, from Tucson to Phoenix around this 

13 Broadway Curve as a viable alternative.

14           MANUEL TOPETE:  And I live in Laveen, 51st 

15 and Baseline.  And I can't wait for this to happen.  As 

16 simple as that.

17           My only regret is I won't live to see it.

18 Just I wish it was already done.  I think you should 

19 also hear this, aside from all this bad.

20           KARIN GRAY:  I have been a resident of 

21 Ahwatukee for over ten years, moved here from Texas, 

22 and absolutely love South Mountain.  One of the reasons 

23 I moved to that area was to have access to all 15 miles 

24 of the Nation Trail, from one end to the other on South 

25 Mountain, the biggest city park in the United States.

4354

1 Comment noted.

1
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To whom it may concern:

It thoroughly disgusts me your idea to degrade the value of properties in the Ahwatukee area
by insisting in building the Loop 202 project.  It is preposterous that after developing this area
as a quiet residential zone and 20 something years planning this road to benefit a few at
best, you still vow to disrupt our tranquil lives by building such a monstrosity so close to our
homes.  I suppose that I don't have to reiterate my opposition to such a project, but I will go
further than that.  If you insist on building this road, you will lose another taxpayer from the
state because I will move from Arizona.  I will also tell you that around this area there are
many people sharing my sentiments in regards to the project and moving from the state if this
venture ever comes to fruition.

Sincerely,

Jose A. Torres

1 Acquisitions and 
Relocations

A review of the literature reveals few detailed and comprehensive analyses of the 
relationship between the transportation infrastructure and residential property 
values. A recent study by the California Department of Transportation concluded 
that freeway facilities did not substantially affect sales prices in residential 
areas adjacent to the facility. The study concluded that it is the visibility of the 
freeway that may influence selling price and not distance or noise. As a result, the 
researchers generally concluded that the more the visibility of a new freeway is 
reduced, the less it would determine the sales price of homes sold in the area.

2 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee 
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location for 
many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 4-21). 
Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, noise 
mitigation would be implemented according to the Arizona Department of 
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91). 

3 Acquisitions and 
Relocations

There is no evidence that the proposed facility would cause people to leave the 
area. The regions’ benefits would remain, and improved access to residences and 
businesses would make them more desirable.

1

2

3
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From: Jose Torres
To: Projects
Subject: Loop 202 Project
Date: Sunday, June 16, 2013 9:42:56 AM

To whom it may concern:

It thoroughly disgusts me your idea to degrade the value of properties in the Ahwatukee area by
insisting in building the Loop 202 project.  It is preposterous that after developing this area as a quiet
residential zone and 20 something years planning this road to benefit a few at best, you still vow to
disrupt our tranquil lives by building such a monstrosity so close to our homes.  I suppose that I don't
have to reiterate my opposition to such a project, but I will go further than that.  If you insist on
building this road, you will lose another taxpayer from the state because I will move from Arizona.  I will
also tell you that around this area there are many people sharing my sentiments in regards to the
project and moving from the state if this venture ever comes to fruition.

Sincerely,

Jose A. Torres

1 Acquisitions and 
Relocations

A review of the literature reveals few detailed and comprehensive analyses of the 
relationship between the transportation infrastructure and residential property 
values. A recent study by the California Department of Transportation concluded 
that freeway facilities did not substantially affect sales prices in residential 
areas adjacent to the facility. The study concluded that it is the visibility of the 
freeway that may influence selling price and not distance or noise. As a result, the 
researchers generally concluded that the more the visibility of a new freeway is 
reduced, the less it would determine the sales price of homes sold in the area.

2 Neighborhoods/
Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee 
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location for 
many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 4-21). 
Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, noise 
mitigation would be implemented according to the Arizona Department of 
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91). 

3 Acquisitions and 
Relocations

There is no evidence that the proposed facility would cause people to leave the 
area. The regions’ benefits would remain, and improved access to residences and 
businesses would make them more desirable.

1

2

3
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Why is map 16 missing off-ramp and on-ramps?  It's missing off/on-ramps southbound on
lower buckeye and northbound on Broadway.  It really would not make sense to have to drive
a mile and wait for another stoplight.  Especially people driving north from Broadway.  This
would create a jam of people coming north from broadway and people going north on lower
buckeye.  Thanks!

Gerardo Torres

1 Design The interchanges at Broadway Road and Lower Buckeye Road have been designed 
as half-diamond interchanges due to the future State Route 30 traffic interchange 
that is planned to connect to State Route 202L in this location. A full diamond 
interchange would create potential weaving issues with the addition of the system 
ramps from the future State Route 30 traffic interchange.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: LOOP 202
Date: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 10:55:03 AM

 
 

From: Mary and Dallas [mailto:dmtousley1@cox.net] 
Sent: Monday, May 20, 2013 4:50 PM
To: Projects
Subject: LOOP 202
 
Ref: Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway
 
Please let it be known that we as property and home owners in the Ahwatukee Foothills
do strongly oppose this freeway in this area.  It will become a Truck Route for all trucks
adding pollution to this area.   Especially, Mexican trucks using this route which will add
pollution due to their diesel fuel mixtures regarding sulphur.  Chemical spills are another
great concern.
 
Plus all the homes that will have to be destroyed disrupting many families.
Again I would like to appeal to you to NOT build this freeway in this area.
 
Thank you
 
Dallas & Mary Tousley

16035 S. 13th Place
Phoenix, AZ 85048
480-460-8770

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 

2 Trucks

3 Hazardous 
Materials

4 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)

1

2

3

4
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/15/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

11:09 AM
CALLER:

ANDREA & ANDREW TOWN
CALLER ADDRESS:

517 W. KNOX, CHANDLER, AZ 85225
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
We do support the new highway. Thank you and have a good day.

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW:
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:32:37 AM

From: tom townsend [mailto:tomjt1944@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Saturday, May 18, 2013 5:28 AM
To: Projects
Subject:

i am against the 202  using pecos road, any reasonable person would opt for a more southern
route meeting the west 101

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Alternatives, E1 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 

2 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment

1

2
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1 kind of crap won't be happening anymore.

2           Thanks.

3           Thanks for typing.

4           THE FACILITATOR:  Good afternoon.  I'd like

5 to introduce the 2:00 to 4:00 p.m. panel, with the

6 Arizona Department of Transportation, Brock Barnhart,

7 with the Federal Highway Administration, Director

8 Moreno, and with the Arizona Department of

9 Transportation, Brent Cain.

10           Our next speaker is Richard Tracy, Sr.

11           Mr. Tracy, you now can pick up the

12 microphone.

13           MR. TRACY:  Can I have about five minutes

14 to catch my breath?

15           THE FACILITATOR:  Most certainly.

16           MR. TRACY:  It wasn't always this way, you

17 know.  I just lived here 43 years too long.

18           THE FACILITATOR:  Welcome, Mr. Tracy, you

19 have three minutes.

20           MR. TRACY:  All right.  Thank you very

21 much.  It was quite difficult for me to come here.

22 It's been difficult for me to attend meetings all

23 over the Valley and send letters, and disappointing

24 when nobody pays any attention to it.  I hope this

25 is -- okay, as I say, it was difficult to come here.

4249

(Comment codes begin on next page)
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1           THE FACILITATOR:  Before you start, I'm

2 going to reset your clock so you have a full three

3 minutes.

4           MR. TRACY:  Fine.  Thank you.  And it was

5 difficult to go to many meetings around the Valley,

6 because I spoke for such things as having the stadium

7 in the middle of the community.  It's over on the

8 outskirts.  I spoke against people who wanted to have

9 the light rail to the Mormon Temple rather than to

10 the stadium where 20 or 30 people congregate and

11 spend three or four hours going and coming from

12 events.

13           The selfish people in this community are

14 their worst enemy.  We've had a lot of projects fail,

15 and this is going to be another one.  We have a

16 traffic jam at 60 and 10.  A continuation of 60

17 across to Avondale will relieve that traffic jam.  A

18 highway on the other side of South Mountain will give

19 the casinos another opportunity to destroy our

20 economy.

21           I have prepared a number of things that I

22 would like somebody that's in authority to review.

23 They don't only deal with the 202; they deal with the

24 whole community.  Because you're not just deciding

25 what's going to happen out there, you're deciding

1

1 Alternatives The alternative proposed by the commenter is similar to the U.S. Route 60 
Extension and Interstate 10 Spur alternatives evaluated for the proposed project. 
The reasons these alternatives were eliminated from further study are presented 
on page 3-12 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement.
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1 what's going to happen at Washington and Central.  We

2 have a large area between Baseline and Washington

3 Street that should be rejuvenated.  The

4 transportation should be available.  When I went to

5 school, I had the subway, I had buses.  There are

6 people here who cannot work because they don't have a

7 car.  It's an absolute necessity.  110 degrees.

8           But the 202 is important to the people who,

9 for example, recommend that we go with the light rail

10 out to the trailer park area instead of to the west

11 side where there are people jammed up in the morning.

12 I ask for a fair review of this.  Believe me, when it

13 comes to corruption, Phoenix has led the nation.  And

14 this is another attempt by certain people to gain

15 what should be given to the populace.  As I say, the

16 west side and the south side of Phoenix should be

17 built up so we have decent transportation, so people

18 like me don't get COPD.

19           I thank you for your opportunity to do

20 something constructive for a change.  The hockey

21 stadium out in the middle of Glendale is going to go

22 bankrupt.  It's a threat to people who can't afford

23 it.  It should be in Scottsdale, but ASU took that

24 property for their own benefit.  They could have put

25 that Windsong anywhere in the County --

3

2

2 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1). 
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway 
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 
3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving 
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce 
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only 
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building 
nothing, the No‑Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association 
of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional 
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass 
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were 
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would 
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

3 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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1           THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you, Mr. Tracy.

2           MR. TRACY:  -- the middle of Scottsdale,

3 which should be -- our population area should be the

4 arena.  Thank you.

5           THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.  If you have

6 additional feedback, we really encourage you to go

7 next door and speak with a court reporter.

8           Thank you, Mr. Tracy.

9           MR. TRACY:  Thank you.

10           THE FACILITATOR:  Our next speaker is Stan

11 Hemry.

12           MR. HEMRY:  Hello.

13           THE FACILITATOR:  Welcome, Mr. Hemry.  You

14 have three minutes.

15           MR. HEMRY:  All right.  Thank you.  On this

16 Environmental Impact Statement, I didn't see an

17 inclusion of it about the ecosystem that's in that

18 area and the watersheds coming from both the western

19 range of the South Mountains, and off the Estrella

20 Mountains, and I'd like to see more of that.  I want

21 to know what systems will be impacted when a, you

22 know, like a carbon emitting bisection of that area

23 takes place.  And there's no animal studies done as

24 to the migration patterns of the animals.

25           So I think this study is probably
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1               MR. TRACY:  I am Richard Tracy, 2238 South

2 Cottonwood Street in Mesa, Arizona.  I have been a

3 resident here for 43 years, lived in an area within a mile

4 of the Black Canyon, and it contributed to the fact that I

5 have HOPD now -- COPD.  I'm sorry.  It's like H.  But I'm

6 on 24-hour oxygen as a result of living too close to the

7 freeway.

8               The 202 Extension is just a pie-in-the-sky

9 idea of some Las Vegas and Phoenix people who wish to

10 create more casinos, various other economic advantages.

11 It's a highway to nowhere.  It will not reduce the

12 congestion we have on our roads.  It may -- important

13 place is what they call the curve or the bend between

14 Route 60 on 10 and into Washington Street.  And that

15 traffic could be relieved with a road that would continue

16 60 into Phoenix.  There are many, many roads off of that

17 Baseline alignment that would be served.  The community

18 along Baseline should be rejuvenated.

19               There's no doubt in my mind the selfish

20 interests did such things as making sure that the light

21 rail went to the unnecessary Mormon temple rather than to

22 the stadium.  They fought efforts to put the stadium for

23 the Cardinal football team in the center of the community.

24 As a result, people are traveling three and four hours to

25 get to and from when they have a sporting event, which is

4422

1 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
By 2035, east- and westbound motorists on Interstate 10 between State Route 
101L (Agua Fria Freeway) and State Route 202L (Santan Freeway) are expected to 
experience stop-and-go driving for over 3 hours every day. This is for a distance of 
nearly 30 miles. A new freeway in the Study Area would distribute commuters over 
an additional freeway facility. As a result, the duration of stop-and-go traffic on 
the region’s freeways would be reduced.

3 Alternatives The alternative proposed by the commenter is similar to the U.S. Route 60 
Extension and Interstate 10 Spur alternatives evaluated for the proposed project. 
The reasons these alternatives were eliminated from further study are presented 
on page 3-12 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement. 

3

2

1
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1 totally unnecessary.

2               Chasing the hockey group out to Glendale

3 rather than putting it in Scottsdale, again, was a selfish

4 effort by certain leaders, the same people who now are

5 trying to get the 202 rather than a very useful road that

6 would go from 10 over to the 59th Avenue would relieve the

7 traffic, would relieve the effort in downtown Phoenix

8 which has everybody routed through the small area of

9 Washington or McDowell.  It's a plan for the future to

10 have a freeway in the alignment between Baseline and

11 Broadway.

12               I have many articles that I'd like to

13 submit.  And one of them, of course, is the fact that

14 Phoenix leads the nation in scams.  And anytime there's

15 been a fraud on a large scale, Phoenix has been the

16 leader.  We are last in the educational support.  We're

17 last in helping people who need help.

18               The community is divided between the very

19 rich and the very poor, which is not a healthy situation.

20 But it has existed, and it's perpetuated by outfits like

21 John Birch Society and today the Tea Party and various

22 other interests rather than a blended community which

23 would help everybody.  We don't have that here, and it's

24 unfortunate.

25               I was fortunate.  I went to college and
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1 school.  I didn't need a car.  I could use the bus.  And

2 people all over this country that have many advantages

3 that we don't have here for our average middle class

4 citizen.  And this particular road will deprive us of a

5 road and light rail where it's really needed, where it

6 would really help.

7               And I appreciate this opportunity.  It was

8 difficult, in my condition, to come down here.  But I'm

9 glad I did, and I appreciate the young lady being so

10 patient.  Thank you.

11               Can I put this with my material?

12               MR. FRANKLIN:  All right.  Now, this is a

13 speech that I was going to have for the room, but I

14 just -- I have to go and run, so...

15               Good afternoon, Panel.  My name is Ross

16 Franklin.  That's R-o-s-s, F-r-a-n-k-l-i-n.  And I'm a

17 resident of Laveen, Arizona.  I appreciate you letting us

18 all speak in front of you today.  You will hear much

19 emotional testimony today regarding the impact of building

20 the Loop 202 western loop connector.  I will stick to the

21 facts and leave the emotion to others.

22               Over the past 15 years, the population of

23 Laveen and Southwest Phoenix has doubled.  The EIS

24 projects that number to more than double again over the

25 next 25 years.  While new highways like the Eastern

654

4 Alternatives, 
Nonfreeway 
Alternatives

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1). 
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway 
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 
3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving 
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce 
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only 
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building 
nothing, the No‑Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association 
of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional 
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass 
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were 
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would 
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

6 Alternatives The proposed project is part of the Regional Transportation Plan for the Maricopa 
Association of Governments region. In 2004, the voters of Maricopa County 
approved the Regional Transportation Plan and the extension of a half-cent sales tax 
to fund its projects. The funding for the right-of-way acquisition and construction 
of the proposed project would come from a combination of federal (National 
Highway Performance Program) and County (half-cent sales tax, also known as 
Regional Area Road Funds) sources. Use of these funds for construction of the 
proposed freeway would not affect available funds for statewide projects nor 
would not constructing this facility make available additional funds for other 
statewide projects.
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If The extnsion of 202 was inportant to traffic and clean air it would not have needed
millions of PR and twenty years to build. My fear is each group make it impossible to
develope a stainable community.We needed a stamium and it ended up ten miles from the
center. Same the Arena. Things fail here because of prtty greedy inconsistent leadership.
    The 202 extention is not as important as a rail line from Tucson or Mexico to Vages.
  It is not going to benefit any one but the highway builders and the casinos. Light rail from
Baseline to Washington St and extra Lanes I- 10 where 60 joins it will save lives money and
jobs. 202 will gice us fewer jobs and tourists. Damage a Park that will grow in importance as
the population grows. From an COPD family please reduce not increase auto use with
sprawl.

Richard T Tracy

1 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1). 
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway 
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 
3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving 
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce 
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only 
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building 
nothing, the No‑Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association 
of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional 
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass 
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were 
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would 
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

3 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

4 Secondary and 
Cumulative

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects are 
often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, more 
attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing population 
and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation projects like 
the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final Environmental 
Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed freeway would be 
implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most noticeably in the Western 
Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide recession which began in 2007 
slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study Area, the proposed freeway 
would abut public parkland, Native American land, and a near-fully developed area—
therefore, any contribution to accelerated or induced growth would be constrained. 
The proposed freeway would be built in an area planned for urban growth as 
established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans for at least the last 25 years.

2

1

4

3
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1 Secondary and 
Cumulative

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects are 
often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, more 
attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing population 
and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation projects like 
the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final Environmental 
Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed freeway would be 
implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most noticeably in the Western 
Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide recession which began in 2007 
slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study Area, the proposed freeway 
would abut public parkland, Native American land, and a near-fully developed area—
therefore, any contribution to accelerated or induced growth would be constrained. 
The proposed freeway would be built in an area planned for urban growth as 
established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans for at least the last 25 years.

2 Alternatives, 
Nonfreeway 
Alternatives

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2

1
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3

3 Purpose and 
Need, Old Plan or 
Use of Old Data

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 



	 Comment Response Appendix  •  B3303

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 



B3304  •  Comment Response Appendix

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 



	 Comment Response Appendix  •  B3305

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

1 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Alternatives Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall 
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1). 
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway 
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 
3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving 
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce 
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only 
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building 
nothing, the No‑Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association 
of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional 
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass 
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were 
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would 
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

3 Alternatives The proposed project is part of the Regional Transportation Plan for the Maricopa 
Association of Governments region. In 2004, the voters of Maricopa County 
approved the Regional Transportation Plan and the extension of a half-cent sales tax 
to fund its projects. The funding for the right-of-way acquisition and construction 
of the proposed project would come from a combination of federal (National 
Highway Performance Program) and County (half-cent sales tax, also known as 
Regional Area Road Funds) sources. Use of these funds for construction of the 
proposed freeway would not affect available funds for statewide projects nor 
would not constructing this facility make available additional funds for other 
statewide projects.

4 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
By 2035, east- and westbound motorists on Interstate 10 between State Route 
101L (Agua Fria Freeway) and State Route 202L (Santan Freeway) are expected to 
experience stop-and-go driving for over 3 hours every day. This is for a distance of 
nearly 30 miles. A new freeway in the Study Area would distribute commuters over 
an additional freeway facility. As a result, the duration of stop-and-go traffic on 
the region’s freeways would be reduced.

5 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

6 Air Quality

1

4

3

5

2

6
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7

8

7 Secondary and 
Cumulative

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects are 
often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, more 
attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing population 
and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation projects like 
the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final Environmental 
Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed freeway would be 
implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most noticeably in the Western 
Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide recession which began in 2007 
slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study Area, the proposed freeway 
would abut public parkland, Native American land, and a near-fully developed area—
therefore, any contribution to accelerated or induced growth would be constrained. 
The proposed freeway would be built in an area planned for urban growth as 
established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans for at least the last 25 years.

8 Alternatives The alternative proposed by the commenter is similar to the U.S. Route 60 
Extension and Interstate 10 Spur alternatives evaluated for the proposed project. 
The reasons these alternatives were eliminated from further study are presented 
on page 3-12 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement.

1
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 



B3324  •  Comment Response Appendix

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

6/14/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

1:50 PM
CALLER:

NANCY TRAINER
CALLER ADDRESS:

P.O. BOX 5575, GOODYEAR, ARIZONA 85338
PHONE:

623-399-6218
EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
Yes, I do support the freeway. The South Mountain freeway, but you need to stop playing politics with 
it and build it.  But you need to build it where you will disrupt the least amount of people. Also, I take 
exception with having to listen to this message in Spanish. If you are a voter you need to be able to 
read and write in English. Thank you.

1 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

1
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Document Created: 5/21/2013 2:34:51 PM by Web Comment Form

I live in Avondale and commute to work every day on the 10E to Tempe, AZ.  Traffic in
the morning is typically really bad once I approach around 43rd Ave. In the past 8 years, I've
noticed that accidents tend to occur before, in or after the downtown tunnel.  One of factir
that I believe contributes to these increase in accidents in this area is the short amount of
distance after you exit the tunnel to either enter the 202 0r the 51.  I believe that with the
proposed loop 202 in the west side will definitely decongest traffic going into the tunnel and
hence, reduce accidents.

 Jennifer Tran

1 Design Comment noted.

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

7/23/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

12:57 PM
CALLER:

THE TRAVILLIONS
CALLER ADDRESS:

2608 SOUTH WETSTONE PLACE, CHANDLER, 
ARIZONA 85286

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
Hi we’re in favor of the South Mountain and the 202 freeway. Thank you.

1 Comment noted.

1
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Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 4

1             MS. TRAVIS:  Janet Travis and my address

2 is 44177 West Palmen Drive in Maricopa and 85138.  I

3 think the first comment I have is in this report

4 there is absolutely no information on the tonnage.

5 And this is a point that we repeatedly asked, I'm

6 sure it was ADOT, MAG, all these representatives that

7 were there, the bigwigs here, decisionmakers on this.

8 Repeatedly asked them for that information, and they

9 did tell us, "Yes, yes, we will have that

10 information."  That's very, very basic information

11 regarding freeway and employees.

12             And not just a public meeting, you know,

13 something like this, but departmental meetings, air

14 quality program with decisionmakers at Gila River,

15 transportation meetings, a number of meetings over

16 the years.  We were told we would have that

17 information.  It's not in there.  And that it's a

18 basic, basic piece of information that is included in

19 normal environmental impact statements.

20             As an example, the amount of vehicle

21 miles traveled, or the amount of cars per day on that

22 18-mile stretch on the community, Interstate 10,

23 there's 17,000 tons of carbon monoxide emitted

24 annually.  This needs to have tonnage and it's just

25 not there.

5043

1 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
The total tonnage of emissions by pollutant is not presented because the 
regulations require that the analysis be compared to the National Ambient Air 
Quality Standards, which are not based on tonnage. However, tonnage (total 
emissions) was reported for mobile source air toxics because there are no 
standards. 

1
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1             Okay.  Another point is, there is

2 absolutely nothing about health impacts on this.  And

3 I know not all environmental impact statements have

4 that included, but many do.  And in this case, it

5 should be included because this freeway, unlike all

6 the others in the Valley, is located between two

7 mountain ranges during periods of inversion layers,

8 stagnant air.  That's going to sit right there

9 between the mountains.

10             And the level of health problems out

11 here, especially with kids with asthma, it's going to

12 skyrocket.  And right now, there's kids playing

13 football outside.  And pollutants have been proven to

14 have a strong impact on the population within a mile

15 and a half of a freeway.  So there's schools, of

16 course, residents and they're going to be sitting in

17 that smog.

18             We need numbers, tonnage on carbon

19 monoxide, ozone, volatile organic compounds.  Just

20 all of the things, particulate matter.  And one thing

21 they did not address, they did mention particulate

22 matter and 10 -- PM 10, but they do not address PM

23 2.5, smaller particulates, and those are especially

24 the problem with diesel trucks, PM 2.5.

25             And the community has an air quality

2 Health Effects The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Air Quality According to the Arizona Department of Transportation, 2013, Air Quality 
Assessment South Mountain Freeway 202L Draft Report, review of wind data from the 
Gila River Indian Community monitoring site at St. Johns suggests that during 
the morning hours and associated with mountain-drainage air flows and stable 
atmospheric conditions, wind flows are from the southeast and follow the Gila 
River channel to the north. Locations to the east of St. Johns tend to flow from 
the east to the lower elevations along the Gila River. During the warmer hours’ 
improved mixing, flows typically follow the river channel and come from the north 
and northwest. Likewise, during a 1-month-long meteorological monitoring period 
(November 20, 2006, through December 21, 2006) at Pecos Road and 40th Street 
and a second 1-month-long monitoring period at Pecos Road and 24th and 40th 
streets (April 19, 2007, through May 21, 2007), winds during the morning hours 
typically were from the northeast. During the warmer hours, and with improved 
mixing, winds typically were from the west.

4 Air Quality A particulate matter (PM2.5) analysis is not required since the area is in attainment 
for the particulate matter (PM2.5) National Ambient Air Quality Standard.

4

2

3

2

1
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1 monitoring site.  You could almost see it it's so

2 close.  And we have baseline levels and it will be

3 interesting to see what those levels increase to once

4 the freeway is put in.  And we did our 2.5

5 measurements, PM 2.5.  We did what is called

6 speciation on that particular type of pollutant, and

7 that picks up the hazardous air pollutants.  So this

8 does not address that.  It does not really address

9 air toxins.

10             From what I can understand, this is

11 pretty complex.  They did two, have monitoring

12 criteria from the point in Chandler where the freeway

13 -- where 202 will meet I-10 and around on the other

14 side.  Those end points, they have carbon monoxide

15 monitoring numbers.  Although it is not in tons, it

16 is just saying they meet the standard and that's not

17 enough information.  And then they have no monitoring

18 or estimated numbers for all along the community, and

19 that information is actually easy to gather.

20             All you have to do, if you estimate

21 vehicle miles traveled and put these particulate

22 types of pollutants into a modeling program and it

23 comes up with tonnage.  So I know they have the

24 information.  They just did not express it in the way

25 that they should have.  This is very, very basic

1
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1 information because it affects public health on a

2 level that is unimaginable.

3             I know Maricopa County, City of Phoenix,

4 they have met a number of EPA standards.  They have

5 made some progress, but there's a few that they

6 haven't met, and I do need to gather more information

7 on that.  But it seems like Phoenix pretty much does

8 the minimal amount to meet those standards.  They

9 could do more.  It's not easy, but it's based on

10 health standards, federal health standards, and it

11 seems like they never go beyond the minimum.

12             And I know they've been threatened with

13 sanctions, and it seems like that's the only time

14 they move forward.  And to me that indicates more of

15 an economic concern rather than a health concern, so.

16             And as far as where they discussed

17 benefits, impacts, social economic environmental

18 impacts, that was all done for the other side, not

19 for the Gila River side.  Especially what really

20 upsets me is no mention of health impacts.  I mean,

21 in a way, they are addressed because those standards

22 of pollutants are based on federal numbers,

23 measurements, and anything beyond certain levels has

24 these impacts spelled out.

25             Well, we don't know the tonnage, so we

2
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1 can't estimate what those health impacts might be.

2 And that's kind of a simplified way to say it, but

3 I've been out of the loop for a while, but there are

4 some basics that I do know.  And after being told

5 they would be addressed and to not have it in there I

6 think is really disrespectful and a slap in the face

7 to Gila River, and this is why one reason this is so

8 controversial.

9             And I know this is going to be built.

10 I've known from the beginning, but I just thought it

11 would be done in a way where the information would be

12 out there for residents of Phoenix, but the residents

13 of Gila River, I just don't understand why we are not

14 allowed the same information that is provided to all

15 the other freeway environmental impact studies that

16 have been done in the past.

17             So I know a lot of people view the City

18 of Phoenix as the 2,000 pound gorilla, you know, when

19 it comes to economic development and a lot of things.

20 And this kind of supports that, as much as I hate to

21 say it, but...

22             And then as far as cultural, I will let a

23 lot of these other people address that because I

24 think they are more knowledgeable than I am, so I

25 don't need to go into that.  And as far as direct
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1 impact on water quality, on wildlife, that is also

2 information that will be addressed more in-depth from

3 one of the departments in Gila River.

4             So our comments as a whole different

5 environmental program have been submitted, and they

6 will be reviewed by the higher-ups before they are

7 released as official statements.  In the meantime, I

8 think it would have been good to have a lot of this

9 information out so people would know the right

10 questions to ask so that they would insist upon

11 answers.

12             And my familiarity with public hearings

13 where you actually have to do the legal requirements,

14 which you guys are doing right here, and the fact

15 that there's no question-and-answer, you know, I

16 realized that's how it was going to be.  I was kind

17 of hoping they might tweak that a little bit, but, I

18 mean, I'm kind of at a loss for words just because I

19 was so surprised at what I read -- or I should say

20 what I didn't read, what should have been there.

21             Actually, when I did park here and I saw

22 those kids out there, I was just thinking in the

23 future how they will be impacted by this.  I know one

24 of the benefits for the freeway is like

25 transportation of emergency vehicles and stuff like

5

5 Public Involvement At the public hearing, in addition to the public hearing room (Ballroom 3), and 
the project video (Ballroom 1), information, resources, and staff were set up in an 
open house style format in Ballroom 2. Several copies of the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement document were available for review; 63 banners explaining the 
participation process, the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and the next 
steps were displayed; approximately 25 staff members were available to answer 
questions; computer stations were set up to accommodate online comments; 
comment cards were provided at tables for written comments; and court reporters 
were available to record verbal comments.
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1 that.  I know they're going to have, oh, what do you

2 call that, the roads on either side of the freeway?

3 Service roads.  And that will, you know, be part of

4 the benefit, but then it also came to mind that,

5 okay, you're making it easier for emergency vehicles,

6 which is a good thing because you're probably going

7 to be out here a lot picking up little kids that have

8 asthma attacks in reality.

9             The rate of diabetes, which pollution

10 does affect, the rate of asthma of course is

11 extremely high out here.  A lot of people know that.

12 So they kind of get lost in the big picture when it

13 comes to that.  And that's -- they should have the

14 priority, the little kids, of impacts to them.

15             And I think another issue is, there's a

16 lot of people around right now, community members

17 that remember when Interstate 10 was built.  And I've

18 always heard that they weren't paid fair market value

19 for some of the land.  I don't know if that's true.

20 At one particular meeting, ADOT was asked to provide

21 numbers of how much were they paid back in the early

22 '60s, and they had a number, but then you hear

23 different people say, no, we only got this or that.

24             So that's really not something I can make

25 a comment on because I just don't know.  But one

6

6 Design The proposed freeway would have eight travel lanes, but would not have frontage 
roads in the area along the Gila River Indian Community land (see Figure 3-14 in 
the Final Environmental Impact Statement).



B3340  •  Comment Response Appendix

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 11

1 thing is the people that do have the memory of that,

2 and I was surprised to hear this, we were promised

3 frontage roads.  We were promised more exits when

4 that was built.  We're still waiting for the frontage

5 roads.  People remember that because they've been

6 here for generations.  And that information, you

7 know, it's passed down and it pisses people off.

8 They remember because the people here live here for

9 years and their children and their children.

10             And a lot of these people here, they

11 didn't grow up here.  Their parents still live here.

12 Their grandparents live here and great, great

13 grandparents live here, and that's why it's become so

14 personal, and I think that's something that a lot of

15 people don't realize and they don't see it this way.

16             Well, maybe five, ten years, you know,

17 maybe you'll move to wherever.  Maybe I will too, but

18 most of the people here don't.  They stay and they

19 remember.  I'm going to make some silly sarcastic

20 comments, but I better not.  This is official.

21             But anyway, I think those are my main

22 points, just to include the basic information.  And I

23 really would like to ask directly the people that,

24 the engineers monitoring, overseers, whatever, are

25 they going to have that in the final draft?  I know
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1 they're not.  I just know they're not.  But I just

2 want them to know we were told they were, and that is

3 one reason that people are weary of things, one of

4 many reasons.

5             And then it does go into how this will

6 benefit the Phoenix area.  Sure it's going to relieve

7 congestion, it's going to reduce air pollution.  Well

8 that's great if you're on the other side of the

9 mountain, that's really great, but here we're not.

10             And whenever you talk about this kind of

11 thing, casinos always come up into the mix, so I

12 don't know.  It seems like, well, you guys have those

13 casinos.  Like we're not allowed to complain about

14 anything because we have casinos.  That gets kind of

15 old.

16             There's a number of people out here,

17 whether you want to call them activists or just

18 concerned people.  I consider myself a concerned

19 resident, not really an activist because I'm kind of

20 too lazy, but they're getting a lot of the kids

21 involved.  And I think I would like to see more of

22 the other side, you know, not just the emotional so

23 those kids can actually have scientific background to

24 back up what they're so passionate about.  So maybe

25 in the future we'll have more of that, but right now

7

7 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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1 just to see the kids expressing themselves, having a

2 voice, that's really great.

3             I think something that's kind of scary

4 about all of this and the controversy that comes with

5 it for a lot of tribal members out here, this is like

6 the last straw.  So I don't know how that's going to

7 affect things in the future, but just wanted to get

8 that out there.  I'm not saying it's the last straw.

9 You're not going to see me laying in the freeway or

10 laying in front of a bulldozer that's trying to, you

11 know, but no promises there won't be other people

12 doing it.

13             And actually, the model that they used,

14 this Mobile 6 model where they figure out no

15 pollutants, you know, measurements like that and

16 vehicle miles traveled, blah, blah, blah, we used

17 that same model to do our emissions inventory for the

18 Interstate 10.  And specifically I didn't do it, but

19 it's been done.  And it wasn't contracted out, air

20 quality personnel did it themselves, and they happen

21 to have a lot of experience with other jurisdictions

22 outside, so they pretty much know what they're doing

23 as far as technical and policy issues because they go

24 hand-in-hand, you know.

25             Don't even get me started on Arizona's
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1 politics.  I won't mention Jan Brewer's name, but you

2 know what I mean.  So air quality here does have

3 familiarity with the type of technology used when

4 figuring emissions.  And I do know that these

5 calculations are also done on projected situations

6 like better quality gas, better mileage for vehicles,

7 you know, that kind of thing.  And that is

8 technically, yeah, you do want to include that

9 information, but the way it is right now, I think

10 that's all people see.  They're not going to sit

11 back, well, 35 years from now, things will be better,

12 you know.  You can't do that.  Nobody really wants to

13 do that.

14             I mean, it just in many ways, it doesn't

15 make sense, but I do know that is information you

16 have to include when you're figuring these things

17 out.  So I do understand that's part of it, but the

18 assessment does make those assumptions, but they are

19 assumptions and not based on the way things are now.

20             And people are also curious, I am too,

21 about what classification on air quality that this

22 Gila River -- okay, I know I'm rambling here, but we

23 currently have what's considered clean air based on

24 three years of monitoring data which is a federal

25 requirement.  How is that going to impact it?  Are we
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1 now going to be considered nonattainment dirty air

2 area?  How will that affect economic development?

3 There is a direct relationship that really affects

4 that, and Phoenix has had the upper hand on that for

5 years.  Finally got that changed.  I could go into a

6 lot of other things, but it gives me a headache,

7 so...

8             And currently we don't do emissions

9 testing based on the fact that the air is considered

10 clean out here, and I do believe all that will

11 change.  Even where Phoenix might have monitors for

12 different pollutants that do meet the standard, once

13 that air is trapped between the mountains, that's

14 going to change.  I don't care what anyone says, that

15 is going to change.  So that is another thing that

16 residents of the community, I'm sure they will be

17 required to do emissions testing because right now

18 they don't.

19             One thing I would like to mention is that

20 Gila River Environmental Department, we've always had

21 a good relationship with the state and the county and

22 federal PA people.  We've had a good relationship,

23 and that has helped a lot because many, many tribes

24 do not have a good relationship with the state, where

25 we actually did play well together and we have worked

1
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1 together on different projects.  So it is not

2 something personal, you know.  It is all about policy

3 and my opinion of what is fair.

4             Another thing I want to mention, as far

5 as environmental issues or conditions that were out

6 here at one time, a lot of the elders remember when

7 the rivers were around, Gila River and Salt River.

8 They remember the wildlife.  They remember all of the

9 fields that were growing.  They remember all of that.

10 And in a very short period of time, it's gone.  And,

11 you know, I understand that Phoenix is a city.  It's

12 growing, but to be honest, I had no idea this would

13 happen because I always thought it's so hot there.

14 Who would want to move to Phoenix?  And what am I

15 doing, I'm back in the Valley.

16             But I guess my main point is, even myself

17 just in talking to my mother, she lives in District 7

18 right near where the Salt River once was, and she

19 tells stories about swimming there every single day

20 and hauling watermelons on the horse so they'd have

21 something to eat.  I mean, just these amazing

22 scenarios that I can't even imagine.

23             And the elders, there's less and less of

24 them.  So many of us have no clue of what it was like

25 on a personal level.  We see old pictures, we hear

8 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

8
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1 stories, but it's gone and that's in a very short

2 period of time.  And a lot of natural resources that

3 are now gone were directly tied to cultural elements.

4 And I think that's another thing that people don't

5 understand is how many ceremonial cultural things

6 still take place here.  I think many of them don't

7 believe it because to be honest, people more or less

8 remember the negative, the native people that they

9 see wherever in the city.  It's not always pretty.

10 That's what they know.  And they have no idea that so

11 many ceremonial cultural events still happen and

12 they're still important.  People just have no clue.

13             And I would go into some of those, but I

14 really don't think this is the place to do that as

15 far as public comments, but I just want people to

16 realize it's there.  They're probably never going to

17 see it, but they need to know these are there.  After

18 this is over and you have all of these comments, and

19 you're going to have a lot of them, not just here but

20 from Ahwatukee, Phoenix, environmental clubs,

21 industry, whatever, the process I think people know

22 they are aware they may feel that what I'm saying

23 right now isn't going to make a damn bit of

24 difference.  That state environmental impact

25 statement is not going to be realized based on what

9 Cultural Resources The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

9
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1 one person is saying, and that's a little bit

2 upsetting because you feel you have all of this

3 passion about something, but deep down you realize

4 nothing's going to change and that's upsetting, so...

5
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Against the South Mountain Freeway
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:45:54 AM

-----Original Message-----
From: Mike Treacy [mailto:treacy@asu.edu]
Sent: Friday, May 17, 2013 5:04 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Against the South Mountain Freeway

Dear ADOT,

I do not support the proposed South Mountain Freeway.

(1) That valley is beautiful and scenic at present. I like it unspoiled.

(2) Making it even easier to access Phoenix by car can only worsen the traffic density downtown.

(3) Smog in winter in the valley is already unhealthy. There are certain days when the kids in my
daughter's school (Awakening See in South
Phoenix) were not allowed to play outside because of poor air quality

(4) I would prefer you to focus more on ways to reduce the number of single-passenger cars. I like the
new downtown tram system. I would prefer you to put your resources into that project, which
potentially serves more people.

You do a great job designing and maintaining the roads in the valley. I am impressed. I am not
persuaded that another artery into Phoenix is needed. I sense that this movement is driven by residents
of West Ahwatukee who do not like having to travel East to the I10 in order to get around South
Mountain. The freeway will reduce their commute time, but the rest of the Valley will not be served so
well.

Sincerely

Mike Treacy
Resident of South Tempe.

________________________________

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.
.

1 Visual Resources Because Pecos Road is already a four-lane arterial street and is in approximately 
the same location as the proposed E1 Alternative, viewers would not be seeing any 
phenomena they do not already see (see Final Environmental Impact Statement 
page 4-169). The proposed freeway would have eight lanes of traffic and carry 
more vehicles, but what park users and residents would see would not be 
substantively different from what they already see along Pecos Road. Page 4-170 
in the Final Environmental Impact Statement lists measures that should help to 
avoid, reduce, or mitigate aesthetic impacts. Larger saguaro cacti, mature trees, 
and large shrubs that would likely survive the transplanting and sitting-in period 
would help in visually sensitive or critical roadway areas. 

2 Purpose and Need Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period, 
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with 
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22). 
Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized 
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times 
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air 
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison 
to the No‑Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement.

3 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

4 Health Effects

5 Alternatives, 
Nonfreeway 
Alternatives

6 Alternatives The proposed project is part of the Regional Transportation Plan for the Maricopa 
Association of Governments region. In 2004, the voters of Maricopa County 
approved the Regional Transportation Plan and the extension of a half-cent sales tax 
to fund its projects. The funding for the right-of-way acquisition and construction 
of the proposed project would come from a combination of federal (National 
Highway Performance Program) and County (half-cent sales tax, also known as 
Regional Area Road Funds) sources. Use of these funds for construction of the 
proposed freeway would not affect available funds for statewide projects nor 
would not constructing this facility make available additional funds for other 
statewide projects.

7 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix. 
The proposed freeway is not an arterial road into Phoenix. The proposed 
freeway is needed to serve projected growth in population and accompanying 
transportation demand and to correct existing and projected transportation 
system deficiencies. See Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, in the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement.

65

43

2

1

7



	 Comment Response Appendix  •  B3349

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Build the South Mountain Freeway
Date: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 9:46:48 AM

-----Original Message-----
From: aptrejo_2@juno.com [mailto:aptrejo_2@juno.com]
Sent: Friday, May 10, 2013 4:24 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Build the South Mountain Freeway

We support the South Mtn Frwy project.
Al & Pat Trejo
4726 E. Florian Circle
Mesa, Az. 85206

________________________________

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.
.

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Let us to the 202!htttgt
Date: Wednesday, May 15, 2013 3:41:50 PM

-----Original Message-----
From: Leo Trinidad [mailto:ltrini@aol.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2013 3:34 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Let us to the 202!htttgt

BUILD THE 202 FREEWAY  NOW...
After moving and making the Phoenix area as my family's permanent residence Since 1987 We have
witnessed the transformation  of Phoenix  from  a small  city to a major city that requires Big  city
infrastructure facilities..

The smoothly functioning  I-17  is a product  of proper transportation planning  and execution of  long
term transportation planning. MAG  and ADOT have proven it in the past, the 202 freeway will be
another good news from ADOT in the future.

Therefore  let us build the 202 freeway NOW!

 I-17 freeway  was slowly

________________________________

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.
.

1 Comment noted.

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/16/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

12:14 PM
CALLER:

LEE TURNER
CALLER ADDRESS:

838 EAST DAVA DRIVE, TEMPE, AZ 85283
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I am calling in support of the South Mountain Freeway construction. Thank you.

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Comment on the proposed Loop 202 extension
Date: Tuesday, June 18, 2013 11:42:29 AM

 
 
Thank you,
Felicia Beltran
Senior Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-319-7709
azdot.gov

 

From: Tuszynski, Ron S [mailto:ron.s.tuszynski@intel.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, June 18, 2013 10:59 AM
To: Projects
Subject: Comment on the proposed Loop 202 extension
 
AZ DOT,
 
I live in the Ahwautkee Foothills and am one of many that oppose the build out of the Loop 202.  I
do not believe the environmental impact study is complete and I do not think this benefits the
residents of Ahwatukee at all.  I am very concerned about the air pollution, noise pollution and the
drop in property values that this extension will produce.   There are multiple schools that will be
impacted by the noise/air pollution.   I urge you to reconsider building out the extension at all when
it will only benefit truckers who will detour out of the city to connect to I-10 on the east side.   We
do not need it and cannot afford it!
 
Respectfully,
Ron Tuszynski
 
 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Air Quality

3 Noise

4 Economics, 
Socioeconomics

A review of the literature reveals few detailed and comprehensive analyses of the 
relationship between the transportation infrastructure and residential property 
values (Transportation Research Record: Journal of the Transportation Research 
Board, No. 2174, Transportation Research Board of the National Academies, 
Washington, D.C., 2010, pp. 138–47; “Impact of Highways on Property Values: 
Case Study of the Superstition Freeway Corridor”). A recent study by the 
California Department of Transportation concluded that freeway facilities did not 
substantially affect sales prices in residential areas adjacent to the facility. The 
study concluded that it is the visibility of the freeway that may influence selling 
price and not distance or noise. As a result, the researchers generally concluded 
that the more the visibility of a new freeway is reduced, the less it would determine 
the sales price of homes sold in the area.

5 Health Effects The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

6 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

7 Purpose and Need The proposed project is part of the Regional Transportation Plan for the Maricopa 
Association of Governments region. In 2004, the voters of Maricopa County 
approved the Regional Transportation Plan and the extension of a half-cent sales tax 
to fund its projects. The funding for the right-of-way acquisition and construction 
of the proposed project would come from a combination of federal (National 
Highway Performance Program) and County (half-cent sales tax, also known as 
Regional Area Road Funds) sources.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/20/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

3:52 PM
CALLER:

WILLIAM ULLOA 
CALLER ADDRESS:

3323 E. MALAPAI DRIVE, PHOENIX, ARIZONA
85028

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
Hi, I do support the new freeway along Pecos Boulevard. I happen to be in the transit area of the 51 
going north. And even though I am close, I think it’s for the betterment of entire city and county that 
the freeway goes through as soon as possible. It has been on the drawing board for a long time. I feel 
bad for those people but no one felt bad for me up here at 32nd and Shay and it hasn’t really hurt that 
much. Thank you. Goodbye.

1 Comment noted.

1
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Document Created: 5/21/2013 3:15:21 PM by Web Comment Form

I would like to see the bridge at 32nd Street eliminated.  Without a Traffic Interchange
there and no access to the freeway, I would prefer to see 32nd street just dead end.  I have
experienced enough crime that can enter our neighborhoods from the reservation (from other
connections and personal experience into the City).  I don't want future access to the
reservation from my neighborhood.  having future access from 40th street and 24th street is
enough.

Robert Upham

1 Design The bridge at 32nd Street is included to allow potential access to land south of the 
freeway. 

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Build the South Mountain Freeway
Date: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 9:46:48 AM

-----Original Message-----
From: Frank [mailto:frankcarol2001@cox.net]
Sent: Friday, May 10, 2013 1:19 PM
To: Projects
Cc: info@buildthe202.com
Subject: Build the South Mountain Freeway

I am a retired Maricopa County public works street maint. Superintendent and agree this freeway is way
overdue in being built and should get started right away. I would enjoy being part of a discussion or
focus group to start discussions with Indian tribe and its leaders to start this project and get the ball
rolling. Thank You. Frank Urquiza

________________________________

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.
.

1 Comment noted.

1
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Document Created: 5/21/2013 12:57:22 PM by Web Comment Form

I feel this 202 freeway is long overdue, and should be built..I was born and raised in the
west valley and have seen the growth thoughout the valley with most of it on the north and
east side of the valley and very little done on the west side of Maricopa County...As we go
into the future traffic will continulally get worse on the freway and this 202 freeway will allow
traffic to continuous flow elimanting traffic problem, accidents, pollution,,etc..thanks you..

Frank Urquiza

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Gary Usinger
To: Projects
Subject: 202 extension
Date: Thursday, June 20, 2013 9:18:05 PM

 
 
I am for the extension….it will help with the current flow of traffic and give people alternate routes
to get out of this funnel called ahwatukee
 
Gary usinger

1 Comment noted.

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

5/17/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

3:35 PM
CALLER:

KEMP USRY
CALLER ADDRESS:

5503 CAYA DE SANTO RIOS, PHOENIX, AZ 85018
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I am in support of the new freeway.

1 Comment noted.

1
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Page 100

1           THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.  Jim Vaaler.

2           MR. VAALER:  Yeah, thank you for the

3 opportunity to speak, just got basically two words

4 for you, no-build.  I think the purpose and need for

5 this freeway is outdated.  I think you could improve

6 existing infrastructure and use mass transit in place

7 of this freeway.

8           My other concern is the intrusion this

9 potential freeway would have on South Mountain Park.

10 I think you set a very bad precedent by proposing to

11 build it in the park.  Any deletion from the park, I

12 mean, 30 acres is unacceptable.  Those are the two

13 points I'd like to make.

14           Thank you.

15           THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

16           Anybody who would like to speak, please go

17 out and register at the registration table.  We'd be

18 happy to hear you.

19           Larry Weeks.  Larry, could I ask you to go

20 to this microphone, please.  Trying to do it equally

21 for the court reporter.

22           MR. WEEKS:  Good afternoon, my name is

23 Larry Weeks.  I'm in the 85048 zip code, specifically

24 in the Lakewood and Ahwatukee area.  And my concerns

25 are the increase in noise and increase in pollutants

4270

1 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and 
Need, Old Plan or 
Use of Old Data

3 Purpose and Need The proposed freeway is part of the Regional Transportation Plan for the Maricopa 
Association of Governments region. The Regional Transportation Plan, as described 
on pages 1-5 and 1-10 of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, addresses 
freeways, streets, transit, airports, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, freight, 
demand management, system management, and safety. The proposed freeway is 
only one part of the overall multimodal transportation system planned to meet the 
travel demand needs of the Maricopa Association of Governments region.

4 Alternatives, 
Nonfreeway 
Alternatives

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

5
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Build the 202 South Mountain Freeway.
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 10:51:25 AM

 
 

From: Vachon, Patricia (AZ75) [mailto:Patricia.Vachon@honeywell.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 20, 2013 10:03 AM
To: Projects
Subject: Build the 202 South Mountain Freeway.
 
Please build this freeway.  The metropolitan area need it desparately.
 

Patricia Vachon
Honeywell International
HPS Technical Assistance Center Manager
Desk:  602-293-1720
Cell:  602-300-5451
 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Loop 202
Date: Thursday, May 16, 2013 8:14:12 AM

From: Mary Ann [mailto:maryannvail@aol.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 16, 2013 7:26 AM
To: Projects
Subject: Loop 202

I feel very strongly that the South Mountain Freeway needs to be built.

Thank you for your consideration.

Mary Ann Vail
8934 East Calle Buena Vista
Scottsdale, AZ 85255

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Comment noted.

1



B3362  •  Comment Response Appendix

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

Document Created: 5/21/2013 1:51:45 PM by Web Comment Form

i support the 202 because we need a hospital in our laveen are, lets save lifes in the long
run

Antonio Valdovinos

1 Comment noted.

1



	 Comment Response Appendix  •  B3363

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 41

1             MS. VALENCIA:  I would like to say that this

2 freeway would affect my civil rights as not only an indigenous

3 person, but as a woman, a parent, a descendant, and a future

4 ancestor of my future generations.  My connection to this

5 mountain was during a spiritual run called the Peace and

6 Dignity Run, a spiritual run called the Peace and Dignity

7 Journeys, which unites the indigenous people from South

8 America, Mexico, the United States, Canada, and Alaska.

9             We are -- We are all people who run, and we pray

10 together to bring strength to our -- to our people across the

11 world.  And this run happens only every four years.  And my

12 connection with South Mountain was the prayers and the

13 spiritual connection that I had while running, for over

14 eight miles, and how it's sacred to our people.

15             If the sacred site is destroyed, it will affect

16 anyone, not only just the southern people in Arizona, but also

17 our relatives from other continents.

18             And I would just like to ask -- like, say:  Why

19 should we have to fight to defend our sacred rights -- I mean,

20 our sacred lands if they're protected by the U.S. Government?

21             And I'd just like to clarify how it will violate my

22 freedom of religion, not only, like, as an indigenous person.

23 But I feel like I'm -- we have been discriminated against,

24 because, like, I mean, I live, like, in Gilbert.  And I read

25 the newspapers, that they have, in that Gilbert area, and they

5051

1 Environmental 
Justice/Lifestyle

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement describes a decade-long consultation 
and coordination effort led by the Arizona Department of Transportation and the 
Federal Highway Administration with the Gila River Indian Community and other 
Native American tribes. As a result of the consultation, the cultural importance 
of the South Mountains is acknowledged in the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement in several locations, notably page 5-26. The proposed project would 
accommodate and preserve (to the fullest extent possible from the available 
alternatives) access to the South Mountains for religious practices. 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act requires a government-
to-government relationship between the Federal Government and Indian 
tribes as described beginning on page 4-140 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement. Section 106 requires federal agencies take into account the effects 
of their undertakings on historic properties and requires consultation with 
tribal authorities. Consultation has occurred with Gila River Indian Community 
government officials, the Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, the Cultural 
Resource Management Program, other tribes, and the State Historic Preservation 
Office and has led to concurrence from the Gila River Indian Community Tribal 
Historic Preservation Office and the State Historic Preservation Office on National 
Register of Historic Places eligibility recommendations (including traditional 
cultural properties like the South Mountains), project effects, and proposed 
mitigation and measures to minimize harm. This consultation has been ongoing 
and will continue until any commitments in a record of decision are completed.
The section entitled Title VI and Environmental Justice, beginning on page 4-29 in the 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement, presents acceptable methods, data, and 
assumptions to assess the potential for disproportionately high and adverse effects 
from the proposed action on environmental justice populations and disparate 
impacts to populations protected under Title VI. Based on the content of the section, 
no such effects would result from the action alternatives.
In light of comments received on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, 
the above-referenced conclusions were confirmed in the preparation of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement. To provide further clarity, the discussions of 
environmental justice and Title VI were separated and additional text explaining the 
relationship of environmental justice and Title VI to various environmental elements 
was added throughout Chapter 4, Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, and 
Mitigation, as exemplified by the inserted text on page 4-29 of the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement.

2 Cultural Resources The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2
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1 had a meeting for the, you know, Loop 202 in Phoenix.

2             And there was a lot of people that I know from the

3 reservation who went and attended that, who were opposing

4 against it, outside with signs and banners.

5             And, in the article that I read, it had nothing to

6 do with Gila River and how it will affect the people who were

7 there protesting against it.  And it had no -- Like, it sort of

8 makes it sound like it's something good, like it's a positive

9 thing.

10             And there's nothing -- There's nothing in the --

11 you know, in the visual aid and in the research, that they

12 haven't put who -- like, the air quality, like, what scientists

13 and, like, who proved that.  And, like, it just doesn't really

14 seem like reliable information that they would put out.  So I

15 don't know.

16             But, again, I would just like to say that this

17 freeway would violate my civil rights as a person.  And that's

18 it.

19

20
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1                          ***

2           THE REPORTER:  Please state your name.

3           MS. VALENCIA:  Claudelle Valencia.

4             I have it written down.  The expansion of

5 the Loop 202 is a complete violation of my rights as

6 an indigenous woman under the 1964 Civil Rights Act.

7 No matter where you go in O'odham territory, Tohono

8 O'odham, Ak-Chin, Akimel O'odham, you will hear the

9 stories of the significance of South Mountain to our

10 people as indigenous people.  We are put on this

11 earth to take care of this land.  We should not have

12 our civil rights violated trying to protect our

13 sacred sites.  No matter what, we will defend what is

14 ours.

15           THE REPORTER:  Thank you so much.

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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1 Environmental 
Justice/Lifestyle

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement describes a decade-long consultation 
and coordination effort led by the Arizona Department of Transportation and the 
Federal Highway Administration with the Gila River Indian Community and other 
Native American tribes. As a result of the consultation, the cultural importance 
of the South Mountains is acknowledged in the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement in several locations, notably page 5-26. The proposed project would 
accommodate and preserve (to the fullest extent possible from the available 
alternatives) access to the South Mountains for religious practices. 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act requires a government-
to-government relationship between the Federal Government and Indian 
tribes as described beginning on page 4-140 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement. Section 106 requires federal agencies take into account the effects 
of their undertakings on historic properties and requires consultation with 
tribal authorities. Consultation has occurred with Gila River Indian Community 
government officials, the Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, the Cultural 
Resource Management Program, other tribes, and the State Historic Preservation 
Office and has led to concurrence from the Gila River Indian Community Tribal 
Historic Preservation Office and the State Historic Preservation Office on National 
Register of Historic Places eligibility recommendations (including traditional 
cultural properties like the South Mountains), project effects, and proposed 
mitigation and measures to minimize harm. This consultation has been ongoing 
and will continue until any commitments in a record of decision are completed.
The section entitled Title VI and Environmental Justice, beginning on page 4-29 in the 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement, presents acceptable methods, data, and 
assumptions to assess the potential for disproportionately high and adverse effects 
from the proposed action on environmental justice populations and disparate 
impacts to populations protected under Title VI. Based on the content of the section, 
no such effects would result from the action alternatives.
In light of comments received on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, 
the above-referenced conclusions were confirmed in the preparation of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement. To provide further clarity, the discussions of 
environmental justice and Title VI were separated and additional text explaining the 
relationship of environmental justice and Title VI to various environmental elements 
was added throughout Chapter 4, Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, and 
Mitigation, as exemplified by the inserted text on page 4-29 of the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement.

2 Cultural Resources The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2
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The Loop 202 (South Mountain Freeway) project will create 30,000 jobs during the five to
six year construction period and result in a $2 billion investment in the Phoenix-area
economy. Not only will the project create numerous jobs and become and investment to the
Phoenix area, the money to build the freeway is in the budget.

I believe it is time to build the Loop 202 (South Mountain Freeway). Valley commuters have
waited long enough.

Tiffany Van Cleave

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: NO LOOP 202
Date: Wednesday, July 24, 2013 11:19:13 AM

Thank you,

Salina Tovar
Community Relations Officer
1655 W. Jackson St.
MD 126F, Room 170
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602.712.4629
azdot.gov

From: joelvandesande@gmail.com [mailto:joelvandesande@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Joel van de
Sande
Sent: Wednesday, July 24, 2013 11:15 AM
To: Projects
Subject: NO LOOP 202

In Arizona, we have an urban-sprawl problem and we are also in an economic depression.
Yet you along with MAG, the Federal Highway Administration, corporate & developmental
interests want to build an unneeded, polluting, and destructive freeway extension through the
sacred mountain: Muhadag Do'ag (South Mountain).

There are many issues with the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS), which has
taken too long to produce in the first place. Plus, this project is an incredible wa$te of money.

Joel van de Sande

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in 
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped 
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed 
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects 
are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, 
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing 
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation 
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed 
freeway would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most 
noticeably in the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide 
recession which began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study 
Area, the proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, 
and a near-fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or 
induced growth would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an 
area planned for urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans 
for at least the last 25 years.

2 Purpose and Need The worldwide recession that began in late 2007 generated a substantial downturn 
in growth rates for new housing and employment across the United States. 
Arizona particularly suffered the effects of this recession because, beginning in 
the early 2000s, Arizona in general and Maricopa County specifically experienced 
some of the fastest population, housing, and employment growth rates in the 
country. Because the need for the proposed freeway is predicated in part on 
projected growth, one might conclude the recession reduced that need. An 
economic downturn associated with a given recession is, however, generally 
considered a short-term phenomenon with respect to the longer-term planning 
horizon established for the proposed freeway. Socioeconomic indicators have 
steadily and consistently increased in the region since the early 1900s. The critical 
factors underlying these indicators remain unchanged. (See the sidebar on Final 
Environmental Impact Statement page 1-11.)

3 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

4 Air Quality

5 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

6 Cultural Resources

36

543

21
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•It is time to build the South Mountain Freeway.  Valley commuters have waited in traffic jams
long enough.  Based on the traffic studies in the Draft EIS, this will greatly help commute
times in a busy area of roads.

•The freeway will cut traffic congestion across the metro area, reduce air pollution, and save
drivers time and money.

•64.3% of likely voters in Maricopa County support construction of the freeway according to
the results of a new poll commissioned by We Build Arizona.  Just 19.6 percent said they
were either opposed or likely to oppose the project.

•In a separate survey, also commissioned by We Build Arizona, 59 percent of likely voters
living in Ahwatukee and Laveen support the freeway as well.

•If we don’t build the South Mountain freeway, traffic in the region will get much worse over
the next two decades. According to ADOT’s own study:

•Traffic on I-10 between Ahwatukee and Goodyear will grow 28%
•Another 103,000 cars will use the Broadway Curve each day
•Another 38,000 cars will jam the Tunnel every day
•Morning and evening commute times will increase 39% to 82%
•Traffic congestion on city streets will increase 46%

•The same report indicates the project also will reduce air pollution by reducing the time
vehicles spend stuck in traffic.

•The project will create 30,000 jobs during the five to six year construction period and result
in a $2 billion investment in the Phoenix-area economy.

•The money to build the freeway is in the budget.  It was approved by voters twice, first in
1985 and again in 2004.

•There is no more important project to the area’s commuters and workers than the South
Mountain Freeway project.  We must build it now.

Rory Van Den Berg

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway Draft EIS.
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:22:22 AM

 
 

From: Rory.VanDenBerg@kiewit.com [mailto:Rory.VanDenBerg@kiewit.com] 
Sent: Monday, May 20, 2013 5:34 AM
To: Projects
Subject: Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway Draft EIS.
 
Dear Sir or Madame,

The proposed completion of Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway has been part of the
planned freeway system in Phoenix for over 30 years, and there is no better time to
build it than now, so we can take care of traffic issues before they become bigger
problems.  I have read through the Draft EIS, and seeing the numerical data further
reinforces my thoughts on completing Loop 202 .  Below are some key points to
consider.

It is time to build the South Mountain Freeway.  Valley commuters have waited in
traffic jams long enough.

The freeway will cut traffic congestion across the metro area, reduce air pollution,
and save drivers time and money.

64.3% of likely voters in Maricopa County support construction of the freeway
according to the results of a new poll commissioned by We Build Arizona.  Just 19.6
percent said they were either opposed or likely to oppose the project.

If we don’t build the South Mountain freeway, traffic in the region will get much
worse over the next two decades. According to ADOT’s own study:

Traffic on I-10 between Ahwatukee and Goodyear will grow 28%
Another 103,000 cars will use the Broadway Curve each day
Another 38,000 cars will jam the Tunnel every day
Morning and evening commute times will increase 39% to 82%
Traffic congestion on city streets will increase 46%

The same report indicates the project also will reduce air pollution by reducing the
time vehicles spend stuck in traffic.

The project will create 30,000 jobs during the five to six year construction period and
result in a $2 billion investment in the Phoenix-area economy.

•

•

•

• In a separate survey, also commissioned by We Build Arizona, 59 percent of likely
voters living in Ahwatukee and Laveen support the freeway as well.

•

•
•
•
•
•

•

•

(Comment codes begin on next page)
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The money to build the freeway is in the budget.  It was approved by voters twice,
first in 1985 and again in 2004.

There is no more important project to the area’s commuters and workers than the
South Mountain Freeway project.  We must build it now.

 
 
Thank you for your attention to this vital project to the Phoenix area,
 
Rory van den Berg
Citizen and construction employee in Phoenix
 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

•

•
1

1 Comment noted.
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Proposed South Mountain Freeway Routes
Date: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 10:38:41 AM

 
 
Thank you,
 
Salina Tovar
Community Relations Officer
1655 W. Jackson St.
MD 126F, Room 170
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602.712.4629
azdot.gov
 

 

From: Jill Van Dierendonck [mailto:jill.vandierendonck@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 10:10 AM
To: Projects
Subject: Proposed South Mountain Freeway Routes
 
I am completely opposed to the E1 Alternative route for the proposed South Mountain Freeway. I
have lived in Ahwatukee for more than 12 years, and have listened and watched the debate over
this freeway extension project the entire time. This road path may have made sense when planners
looked at an aerial map of the Valley in the early 1980s…but it certainly is a bad idea today. It is
inconceivable to me that responsible area leaders hope to displace homeowners, schools, churches,
an efficient local travel road…and destroy a beautiful and scared mountain range…to enable
interstate truck traffic to bypass downtown Phoenix. I know…the “pro” arguments also say this
freeway is needed so people can travel from the far East Valley to the West Valley and vice versa.
Really? Both the U.S. 60 and the existing 202/I-10 routes seem to work pretty well for this.
Transportation planners really need to STOP negatively impacting our air quality and natural
resources with highway/freeway designs like this.
 
NO on the 202.
NO on the Pecos Road alignment.
NO on ANY destruction of South Mountain.
NO to increased interstate truck traffic in my neighborhood.
NO to destroying homes, churches, and schools.
NO to harming and destroying wildlife habitat.
 
 
Jill Van Dierendonck

16821 S. 11th Way

1 Alternatives, E1 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and 
Need, Old Plan or 
Use of Old Data

3 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)

4 Cultural Resources The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

6 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

7 Air Quality

8 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

9 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

93

54

8

6

54

32

1

1

7
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Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: 202 loop
Date: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 9:38:03 AM

From: psn0ball@aol.com [mailto:psn0ball@aol.com] 
Sent: Sunday, May 12, 2013 7:34 AM
To: Projects; "<projects"@azdot.gov
Subject: 202 loop

I feel that the proposed route to I 10 and 59th Ave hook up is a bad idea as it will add to traffic jams
on I 10 at that point.
I advise that the loop take the W101 alternative and be a straight shot north. I realize that pressure is
attached to the 59th as people want to be closer to downtown in their commute, however, that can be
obtained by adding a expressway up 59 th ave to I 10 with limited access at every mile. A mini
freeway.
But until all this stuff is delt with maybe make a deal withthe Reservation about a toll road connecting
the pecos and 51st. going past the casino. A 2 lane short cut other than the long round about one
travels now to the South.
Phoil Van Dyke

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Alternatives According to 23 Code of Federal Regulations §771.111(f),” the action evaluated 
in the environmental impact statement must connect logical termini and be of 
sufficient length to address environmental matters on a broad scope…”. The 
proposed action should satisfy the project need and should be considered in 
the context of the local area socioeconomics and topography, the future travel 
demand, and other infrastructure improvements in the area. A partial freeway 
from Interstate 10 (Papago Freeway) to Laveen Village is not feasible because it 
would not meet the proposed freeway’s identified purpose and need.

3 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3

2

1
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Page 2

1             MR. VAN DYKE:  I'm all for a loop.  I'm all for a

2 loop, okay?  But as long as it is -- that it is a loop.  And --

3 and the 51st and fifty -- I mean the 59th and the 71st

4 alternatives are not a loop.  They -- they desecrate the idea

5 of having a loop by -- by cutting it short, which will make --

6 make for congestion on I-10 considerable at those points.

7             Where traffic is going to come in and then it's

8 going to go east or west on I-10, they're not going to widen

9 I-10, so you're going to have a mess.  And anybody that lives

10 out west and uses the 10 to come into town is going to be very

11 upset, you know, because they're going to have to wait a lot

12 more time in traffic, you know, and burn a lot more gas.

13             Whereas, I hear now that the reason why they don't

14 want to use the 101 -- I guess it's the 101 alternative,

15 whatever the wide one is, the wide one here, yeah, the W-101 --

16 is that it would cut Tolleson in half and then they'd have to

17 take out 1300 homes, versus 59th Avenue, which is only, like,

18 53 homes, 53 houses or something like that, which would save

19 them a lot of money.

20             But it's -- But it's going to increase congestion

21 on I-10 considerably.  If you've been to California, you know

22 that any time two freeways meet, what the congestion is like,

23 you know, any time of day.  Okay?  The -- So I say that, you

24 know, they have to somehow keep the -- keep the Loop 202 being

25 a loop.  That's why we designed a loop, is to keep the traffic

4294

1 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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Page 3

1 from getting inside of town and congesting the town.

2             Any traffic going east or west, in other words, if

3 you have a semi truck or something like that going east and

4 west, you don't want to go through town because it's going to

5 slow you down.  And if you go -- If you use the 59th -- If

6 you're going to use the 59th Corridor that they have planned,

7 you're going to have to get back on the I-10 in the middle of

8 town again, you know.  And it's going to be -- There's going to

9 be even more congestion there than if it was down at the 101,

10 where a lot of traffic could either go north and then -- and

11 also west.

12             And all I know is that the 59th Avenue and

13 71st Avenue are -- are bad plans because it's not part of the

14 loop.

15             And I do say that we need to make 59th Avenue an

16 expressway, where, like, if you live north of town here, you go

17 up 51st Avenue, it gets to three lanes.  But you have every --

18 every street comes in on it.  Well, you need to not do that on

19 an expressway.  You -- Only like on Dobbins and Elliott and the

20 major roads, you know, that are one mile apart would be the

21 access to the expressway, so there wouldn't be congestion

22 slowing down traffic between the lights.

23             And, that way, the Ahwatukee people, that want to

24 go around the mountain that way, can get downtown faster.  But

25 we still need to keep the loop a loop.
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1             I even made a comment, over there with the

2 reservation people, is that the reservation needs to continue

3 their -- their -- their four-lane road that goes past their

4 casino there, the Vee Quiva or whatever it is, and take it down

5 to Pecos Road, for now, because this is going to take years and

6 years to build, and make it a toll road.  That way, you know, a

7 person can pay $2 to shortcut, to get from 51st Avenue to Pecos

8 and get into Tempe for $2, versus having to go all the way

9 through their town, which is 35 miles an hour, go all the way

10 down to the -- go all the way down to the road that goes to

11 Maricopa, and then come back into town that way, which would

12 save a lot of gas and time.

13             The reservation would make a lot of money and --

14 and drive right past their casino, for a refreshment break.  I

15 don't know.

16             It's -- it's -- I think there's a lot of money that

17 needs to be spent on this, and it needs to be spent wisely,

18 not -- not just -- The cheapest route is not the best route,

19 you know?

20             And in fifty years from now, it -- it'll remain the

21 same.  Gas will be a lot more expensive, and we'll have the

22 same problems.  And people are not going to want to spend money

23 and gas, sitting in a car waiting for traffic, because we did

24 it wrong now.  So that's all.

25             MR. HAYES:  Robert Hayes.  I have my little notes,

2

2 Alternatives The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to improve 
mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow 
traffic—including truck traffic—to bypass already congested routes (see Final 
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other 
“loop” freeways in the Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain 
Freeway would be a commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between 
the eastern and western portions of Maricopa County. The alternative proposed 
by the commenter is similar to the Riggs Road Alternative evaluated for the 
proposed project. The reasons this alternative was eliminated from further study 
are presented on page 3-9 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement. Further, 
the Gila River Indian Community opposes any concept that doesn’t limit truck and 
commuter traffic through its land (see page 2-8 of the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement).
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From: craig.vanengen
To: Projects
Subject: I support the 202 loop project
Date: Sunday, May 26, 2013 1:06:06 PM

I live in Laveen and I would like to show my support for the loop 202 project. It will
help our city and our state. 

Thank you
Craig Van Engen
Laveen resident

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: 202 support
Date: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 10:51:42 AM

From: John Van Leuken [mailto:javanleuken@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 21, 2013 12:50 PM
To: Projects
Subject: 202 support

This e-mail is to express my feelings that either the Gila River tribe or ADOT get off the pot
and build the freeway

John & Audrey

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Comment noted.

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

05/15/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

9:09 AM
CALLER:

DENISE VANCE
CALLER ADDRESS:

1101 E. WARNER ROAD, #134, TEMPE, AZ 85284
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I support the freeway.

1 Comment noted.

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

7/23/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

12:36 PM
CALLER:

JAN VANDER ARC
CALLER ADDRESS:

2303 NORTH BULLMOOSE DRIVE, CHANDLER, 
ARIZONA

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I approve of the proposed routing of the freeway.

1 Comment noted.

1
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Document Created: 5/26/2013 4:32:38 PM by Web Comment Form

I love the layout for the loop 202 expansion to support the greater Laveen area. It is
obvious that, over the past decade, much work has been done to align the freeway to satisfy
the the communities that will gain the most benefit from this expansion.

I know that a 202 expansion would help all commuters get between both east and west valley
with less fuel and time consumption.

PLEASE BUILD THE FREEWAY!

Greg Vannoni

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Support the 202 South Mountain Freeway
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:48:25 AM

 
 

From: Melinda Vasquez [mailto:MeVasquez@cenpatico.com] 
Sent: Friday, May 17, 2013 4:00 PM
To: Projects
Subject: Support the 202 South Mountain Freeway
 
Please push this project through!  We are bottle necking from Chandler and Ahwatukee to get in
through the I-10 and with the 202, we could bypass that piece and cut down the traffic for both
directions!
 
Melinda Vasquez
Chief Officer
Cultural & Community Affairs
 
Cenpatico
1501 W Fountainhead Parkway, Suite 360
Tempe, AZ 85282
 
866-495-6738 x26105 office I mevasquez@cenpatico.com
480-317-6505 direct line
 
WARNING:  This is a Privileged and Confidential communication that is intended only for the listed recipient(s) of this
message. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution of any protected personal health information contained
herein is prohibited by Arizona Revised Statutes  §8-542, §36-441, and §41-1959 as well as by the  Federal “HIPAA
Security Rule” located at 45 CFR Part 160 and Subparts A and C of Part 164.  If you believe you have received this
message in error, please inform me immediately via e-mail at the address set forth above; destroy all printed copies; and
permanently delete the communication from your system.  Thank you.

 
 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:  This communication contains information 
intended for the use of the individuals to whom it is addressed 
and may contain information that is privileged, confidential or 
exempt from other disclosure under applicable law.  If you are 
not the intended recipient, you are notified that any disclosure, 
printing, copying, distribution or use of the contents is prohibited.
If you have received this in error, please notify the sender 
immediately by telephone or by returning it by return mail and then 
permanently delete the communication from your system.  Thank you.

1 Comment noted.

1
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www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 4

1 how to protect their land, so I will stand on the

2 side of protecting in any way that we can.

3             I'm with codepink.org.  It's a national

4 group.  Okay.  No build is the only option to

5 conclude.

6             MR. VASQUEZ:  My name is Roy Vasquez.

7 I've been a resident of the Phoenix metropolitan area

8 since 1978.  I've experienced the massive

9 infrastructure improvement of the highways during

10 that period of time up until today and really see a

11 need for -- for this project to go forward.  More

12 currently, I'm a resident of Laveen and will really

13 feel the impact of this project to my family life and

14 to the community that I live in.

15             One of the things that I'm in favor of is

16 what it will do for the arterial roads improvement,

17 the projected business improvement environment, also

18 a much needed hospital project.  That impacted me

19 because several years ago, I had an appendix attack

20 and I had to go way to Avondale to get that taken

21 care of.  So it will be more of a -- that was a

22 personal view point.

23             I think the routing from Pecos west

24 through the South Mountain area is important.  It

25 will give a nice viewpoint for travelers.  It will

4326

1 Comment noted.

1
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www.drivernix.com
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 5

1 make -- relieve all the traffic congestion that goes

2 through Interstate 10 through downtown.  Having

3 experienced that traffic jam, this will really be an

4 improvement.  Thank you very much.

5             MRS. HUGHES:  Ray and Karen Hughes.

6 Well, we were just curious because of the wall is

7 probably going to be in our -- I mean, right -- we're

8 going to be right up against the wall, so we were

9 just curious how high it would be and, you know, is

10 it going to take the place of our -- our property

11 wall that's in the back or what the -- you know, how

12 loud is it going to be with it being right there, you

13 know.

14             MR. HUGHES:  So right now, we see that

15 the alignment is -- they have the right-of-way line

16 is literally on our back property wall.  And so we

17 were talking to the noise folks down here, and they

18 explained to us what they -- the study that they've

19 run and that it can be anywhere from 6 to 20 feet

20 tall.  And we're just curious when those designs will

21 be finalized and how tall the wall will be and then

22 also how close it would be to a property wall.

23 That's all.

24             And then the other thing that we're very

25 interested in knowing is when will the decision be



	 Comment Response Appendix  •  B3385

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

05/15/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

9:30 AM
CALLER:

LINDA VEGA
CALLER ADDRESS:

1729 W. LARSON DRIVE, CHANDLER, AZ 85226
PHONE:

602-899-8363
EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I would like to inform you that I approve of the South Mountain Freeway. God bless you. Have a 
beautiful day. Bye.

1 Comment noted.

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

05/10/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

9:54 AM
CALLER:

LILAH VEGA
CALLER ADDRESS:

1136 W. LYNNE LANE, PHOENIX, AZ 85041
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
I am a registered voter who supports the plans for the Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway.

1 Comment noted.

1
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Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

Page 9

1 and car ownership by young adults.  Why, then, assume

2 that patterns that held prior to 2005 will inevitably be

3 repeated over the next few decades?  Why not reinforce

4 this positive trend toward diminished driving by

5 enhancing transit, rather than building a freeway that

6 may counteract the positive trend with an inducement to

7 drive more?

8          Please don't destroy part of South Mountain on

9 the basis of insufficient justification.  I urge you to

10 rethink this report and the freeway it recommends.

11          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you, Mr. Bickford.

12          Shana Velasquez.

13          MS. VELASQUEZ:  Hi, thank you.  I may not be as

14 eloquent of a speaker as my speakers before me, but I'm

15 here today as a mother that lives in Laveen.  And we

16 moved there originally four years ago because we were

17 told there's going to be a lot more things that were

18 going to be built, and so far that has not happened

19 because we do not have the access to the 202.  We can't

20 have a hospital, we don't have a rec center, I have to

21 drive my children 30 minutes just to, you know, take them

22 to dance classes.

23          I personally work in Tempe, I used to work in

24 North Scottsdale when I originally moved to Laveen and

25 that takes me the same amount of time to get to Tempe as

4359

(Comment codes begin on next page)
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Page 10

1 it took me to get all the way up to the Desert Ridge

2 area, so I know that we need this 202.  We need a

3 hospital.  When I gave birth to my son, it took me 40

4 minutes to get to the hospital just to be able to give

5 birth.

6          I mean, I understand about South Mountain, I

7 love hiking, I'm a biker.  I mean, when you do build the

8 202, we definitely want the bike route along it so we can

9 have that access.  We want sound-proof barriers, we want

10 it to be pretty, we don't necessarily want to destroy

11 South Mountain, but we also need to make some sacrifices

12 in order to, you know, take into account all of the extra

13 building that's going to be happening in Laveen shortly.

14          We can't overlook the fact that all the growth

15 is still going to be continuing within the next ten

16 years, and now is our opportunity to be able to handle

17 all the extra traffic, especially with the casino that

18 will be opening in July.  Thank you.

19          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

20          David Gironda.  Did I pronounce that properly?

21          MR. GIRONDA:  Gironda.  I do have a written

22 statement which I can give to the court reporter.

23          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you, Mr. Gironda.

24          Prem Goyal.  Did I pronounce that name

25 correctly?  Is Prem Goyal in the auditorium?

1

1 Comment noted.
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The effort to keep traffic moving has another option. Begin farther south away from the
City connect to the 1-10 west of the town Buckeye. We live in a valley, all the air pollution
stays down in the valley. View this from Sunset Point coming south. People and commercial
traffic needing to the I-10 only can avoid city traffic by beginning father south and ending
farther west. Cutting thru South Mountain is just ridiculous. Education and common sense
HAS to meet somewhere is this project. Do you want a freeway next to your house? Or tear
down a neighborhood unnecessary? Put the business and travel loop away from the city.
Manifold the freeways away from residential areas and reduce the downtown traffic and air
pollution. People who have a money interest will fight you all the way. Remember who
bought property along the CAP canal before it was built he advised his family to purchase
land there. This Senator is now retired. You and I wont make the decision, its the people
higher up who's strings are being pulled by special interest/investors. Air and traffic pollution
don't mean a thing to them, they don't live here. All it takes is one hazardous cargo truck
rolling over close to town to create a panic. A problem that could be avoided by directing that
traffic away from town. Its called PREVENTION thinking and planning. Thank You.

Ramon Velasquez

1 Alternatives The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa 
Grande to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9 
of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being 
reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and 
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control. 
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the 
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate 
and interregional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and 
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated 
from further consideration.

2 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Air Quality

4 Air Quality According to the Arizona Department of Transportation, 2013, Air Quality 
Assessment South Mountain Freeway 202L Draft Report, review of wind data from the 
Gila River Indian Community monitoring site at St. Johns suggests that during 
the morning hours and associated with mountain-drainage air flows and stable 
atmospheric conditions, wind flows are from the southeast and follow the Gila 
River channel to the north. Locations to the east of St. Johns tend to flow from 
the east to the lower elevations along the Gila River. During the warmer hours’ 
improved mixing, flows typically follow the river channel and come from the north 
and northwest. Likewise, during a 1-month-long meteorological monitoring period 
(November 20, 2006, through December 21, 2006) at Pecos Road and 40th Street 
and a second 1-month-long monitoring period at Pecos Road and 24th and 40th 
streets (April 19, 2007, through May 21, 2007), winds during the morning hours 
typically were from the northeast. During the warmer hours, and with improved 
mixing, winds typically were from the west.

5 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

6 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)

7 Purpose and Need The Proposed freeway is not a business or travel loop. The proposed freeway is 
needed to serve projected growth in population and accompanying transportation 
demand and to correct existing and projected transportation system deficiencies. 
See Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, in the Final Environmental Impact Statement.

8 Hazardous 
Materials

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

8
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1 Alternatives, E1 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

3 Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was 
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed 
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known 
material facts about a property to the buyer.)

4 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Noise

6 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative

7 Purpose and 
Need, Truck 
Bypass

8 Hazardous 
Materials

87

6

5

4

3

2

1



	 Comment Response Appendix  •  B3391

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response 

9 Alternatives The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa 
Grande to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9 
of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being 
reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and 
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control. 
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the 
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate 
and interregional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and 
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated 
from further consideration. 

10 Alternatives The study includes an evaluation of the alternatives noted in “a,” “b,” and “c.” The 
assessment and outcome are described on page 3-9 of the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement. The study also considered an alignment on Gila River Indian 
Community land (see page 3-24 of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement), 
but ultimately, the Gila River Indian Community voted against the alignment and it 
was not carried forward for further study.

11 Alternatives A Riggs Road Alternative was considered. It would replace 51st Avenue south of 
its connection to Interstate 10 (Papago Freeway) for approximately 21 miles. It 
would then replace approximately 4 miles of Beltline Road in an easterly direction. 
At the Riggs Road/State Route 347 intersection, the alternative would replace 
approximately 3 miles of Riggs Road before connecting to Interstate 10 (Maricopa 
Freeway) (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-9). Nearly two-thirds 
of any alternative using Riggs Road would be on Gila River Indian Community 
land. While the Riggs Road Alternative would serve regional mobility needs, 
particularly of those living in the Maricopa area, meeting this travel demand would 
not address specific planning goals for an integrated regional transportation 
network. The Regional Transportation Plan identifies the proposed South Mountain 
Freeway as a critical link in the Regional Freeway and Highway System. The Riggs 
Road Alternative would not complete the Phoenix metropolitan area’s loop system 
as part of State Route 202L, thereby causing substantial out-of-direction travel 
for motorists. Therefore, the Riggs Road Alternative would not meet the project’s 
purpose and need criteria and was eliminated from further study.

12 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

13
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(Responses continue on next page)
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13 Public Involvement Public comments are a vital component in the decision-making process. 
Public comments have been solicited from project inception and through key 
milestones in the environmental impact statement process. The interests and 
needs of the public, along with all other social, economic, and environmental 
issues and impacts, must be fully analyzed and included in the Draft and Final 
Environmental Impact Statements. Comments made during development of 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement have been used to adjust plans, 
explore new questions, or make changes—all within the scope of the National 
Environmental Policy Act. Public comments received on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement was reviewed and addressed in the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement. Public comments received on the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement will also be considered and addressed as appropriate. More 
information about the entire public involvement process up to publication of the 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement is available in Chapter 6, Comments and 
Coordination, of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.
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From: bethver@aol.com
To: Projects
Subject: 202 South Mountain Freeway
Date: Wednesday, June 12, 2013 5:31:52 PM

I am adamantly opposed to building the freeway on the Pecos Road route in Ahwatukee.  It will
substantially increase the air pollution and noise throughout the Ahwatukee area.  You should do
everything within your power to have the freeway relocated further south on the Gila Indian reservation,

Thank you.

Wanda Vermeer
Resident of Ahwatukee

1 Alternatives, E1 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Air Quality

3 Noise

4 Alternatives, 
Gila River Indian 
Community 
Alignment

1

3

2

4
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From: Dawn M. Vetter
To: Projects
Subject: I am opposed to the South Mountain Freeway
Date: Wednesday, July 24, 2013 1:08:37 PM

The South Mountain Freeway would cut through a portion of South Mountain Park, exacerbate air quality
problems, destroy wildlife habitat and cut off wildlife movement corridors, endanger public health, and
more. It would also continue the Arizona Department of Transportation's (ADOT) short-sighted focus rather
than looking toward long-term transportation solutions such as better mass transit.

I kindly ask that you please select the No Build Alternative in order to protect our environment and our
communities.
 
Sincerely,

Dawn Vetter

Dawn Vetter ,  Receptionist
Jaburg Wilk, PC

3200 N.  Central Ave.
Suite 2000

Phoenix, AZ 85012
602-248-1000

www.jaburgwilk.com

"Until one has loved an animal, part of their soul remains unawakened."

1 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Air Quality

3 Biology, Plants, 
and Wildlife

4 Health Effects

5 Alternatives, 
Nonfreeway 
Alternatives

6 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

6

543

21
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Document Created: 5/21/2013 2:31:20 PM by Web Comment Form

I think the Loop 202 will help in improving the traffic of the east valley, mainly in the I-10
westbound and 101 north portions. This will certainly contribute to improve quality of life of
people in the great Phoenix area. I am looking foward to seeing the loop 202 constructed.

Anderson Vieira

1 Comment noted.

1
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I am in favor of building the South Mountain Freeway.  As a resident of Laveen I am
excited about the prospect of getting new business to move into the area and create a better
way of life for Laveen residents.  I also see a great benefit of a bybass for those who would
not like to sit idol in traffic through Phoenix to head south on I10.  I see a great economic
impact as well as enviromental impact that we can not get wrong.  Please move forward with
this project!

Nathan Vigness

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: The 202
Date: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 10:50:02 AM

From: Genny Villa [mailto:genny.villa29@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 21, 2013 3:02 PM
To: Projects
Subject: The 202

To Whom It May Concern,

Although my husband and I will not be able to attend the public hearing today we want to let
you know that as residents of Laveen for almost eight years, we are very much in favor of
this freeway being built.  We have heard about it since we moved here and hopefully it will
become a reality before too much longer.

Respectfully Submitted,

Genny and Vincent Villa
(602) 237-7478
genny.villa29@gmail.com

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Comment noted.

1
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1 Alternatives The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to improve 
mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow 
traffic to bypass already congested routes (see Final Environmental Impact 
Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other “loop” freeways in the 
Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain Freeway would be a 
commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between the eastern and western 
portions of Maricopa County. 
The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa 
Grande to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9 
of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being 
reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and 
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control. 
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the 
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate 
and interregional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and 
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated 
from further consideration.

2 Purpose and 
Need, Lack of 
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

3 Alternatives, W59 
Alternative Versus 
W101 Alternative

2

1

3
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1 Alternatives The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to improve 
mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow 
traffic to bypass already congested routes (see Final Environmental Impact 
Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other “loop” freeways in the 
Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain Freeway would be a 
commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between the eastern and western 
portions of Maricopa County. 
The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa 
Grande to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9 
of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being 
reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and 
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control. 
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the 
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate 
and interregional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and 
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated 
from further consideration.

2 Planning The proposed freeway is part of the multimodal Regional Transportation Plan (see 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement page 1-5 for more information regarding 
the Regional Transportation Plan). The Regional Transportation Plan addresses freeways, 
streets, transit, airports, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, freight, demand 
management, system management, and safety. The proposed freeway is only one 
part of the overall multimodal transportation system planned to meet the travel 
demand needs of the Maricopa Association of Governments region. 
The Maricopa Association of Governments, as the region’s metropolitan planning 
organization, has the responsibility to perform regional multimodal planning. 
The Arizona Department of Transportation is charged with implementation of 
the freeway program (of which the proposed freeway is a part) within the Regional 
Transportation Plan. Similarly, Valley Metro is charged with implementing the transit 
program within the Regional Transportation Plan. 

3 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2

1
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4 Design The locations of the planned interchanges were determined in coordination with 
the City of Phoenix. The current plan balances the need to minimize impacts on 
the adjacent community with the need to provide acceptable access to the region’s 
transportation system.

4
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5

5 Alternatives, 
Nonfreeway 
Alternatives

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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6 Air Quality According to the Arizona Department of Transportation, 2013, Air Quality 
Assessment South Mountain Freeway 202L Draft Report, review of wind data from the 
Gila River Indian Community monitoring site at St. Johns suggests that during 
the morning hours and associated with mountain-drainage air flows and stable 
atmospheric conditions, wind flows are from the southeast and follow the Gila 
River channel to the north. Locations to the east of St. Johns tend to flow from 
the east to the lower elevations along the Gila River. During the warmer hours’ 
improved mixing, flows typically follow the river channel and come from the north 
and northwest. Likewise, during a 1-month-long meteorological monitoring period 
(November 20, 2006, through December 21, 2006) at Pecos Road and 40th Street 
and a second 1-month-long monitoring period at Pecos Road and 24th and 40th 
streets (April 19, 2007, through May 21, 2007), winds during the morning hours 
typically were from the northeast. During the warmer hours, and with improved 
mixing, winds typically were from the west.
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From: Greg Vogel
To: Projects
Subject: BUILD NOW - Loop 202 - South Mountain Freeway
Date: Wednesday, July 24, 2013 6:06:29 AM

To Whom it May Concern

I am writing this letter in support of getting the Loop 202 South
Mountain Freeway moving forward.  We represent land and business
owners that will benefit from building this stalled freeway.  While they
will directly benefit, I cannot overstate the importance of building this
freeway now and its importance to all citizens of our State.

- relief of existing and coming massive congestion along Interstate 10
at I-17
- Jobs that will be created by the construction of the freeway
-tax base in property, income, sales all increasing and benefiting the
entire State
-environmental benefits of relief of congestion

This freeway has been on the books for almost 30 years.  It is time for
the State, City and local governing bodies to step up and lead and
build this massive missing link to our transportation network.

We look forward to seeing this Freeway completed this decade.

 
Greg J. Vogel
Chief Executive Officer, Land Advisors Organization
4900 North Scottsdale Road, Suite 3000, Scottsdale, Arizona 85251
480.483.8100 fax | 480.483.8000 web | www.landadvisors.com

üPlease consider the environment before printing this e-mail.

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: Projects
To: ADOT
Subject: FW: Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:24:52 AM

 
 

From: Dave Von Tersch [mailto:djvontersch@q.com] 
Sent: Sunday, May 19, 2013 9:40 AM
To: Projects
Subject: Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway
 
Dear Sir / Madam,
Several months ago, I suggested that Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway
consider (if feasible) a “double deck” design, similar to I-70 Colorado’s
double decker through Glenwood Canyon.  At that time, the answer I
received was NOT adequate.
Please provide detailed information as to why this “double deck” suggestion
is not a viable solution.
 
Dave & Jeannie Von Tersch
12007 S. Crow Ct.
Phoenix,  AZ.  85044
480-753-4166
djvontersch@q.com
 

P Please  consider  your  environmental  responsibil ity  before  printing this  e- mail

 
 

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all  copies plus
attachments.
.

1 Alternatives The double-deck option suggested in the comment would have similar benefits 
and impacts as the Bridge Alternatives evaluated in the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (see pages 3-13 and 5-20). Options to build a bridge through 
or over the South Mountains were eliminated from further study because of 
incident management, constructibility and maintenance issues, future expansion 
limitations, substantially higher estimated construction costs, and undesirable 
intrusion-related impacts. 

1
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www.drivernix.com
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Page 22

1          I came here primarily because I understood that

2 the freeway was going to make a loop and enter our

3 reservation at Pecos Road, and my niece just told me that

4 I was mistaken, that it's not going to, that it is going

5 to stay on Pecos Road, so my presentation is really

6 ineffective and has no balance as to -- like I said, my

7 whole thought is to not put anything on the reservation,

8 because we cannot lose any more land, and I congratulate

9 you on the wise decision not to put it on the Ahwatukee

10 side, and I think that'll be best for everybody and speed

11 up the process of the freeway and so forth.  And I thank

12 you very much, and that's all I have to say.  Thank you.

13          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

14          Do we have another name up there?  There it is.

15          Dave Von Tersch.  Did I pronounce that right?

16 Dave Von Tersch.

17          As a reminder, anyone in the auditorium, if you

18 would like to speak just register at the front desk, your

19 name will appear on the screen, and we will call you up.

20          Ken Lapierre.

21          Dave Von Tersch, is that you, sir?

22          MR. VON TERSCH:  Hi, my name is Dave Von Tersch,

23 I live in Ahwatukee.  I'd like to suggest, as long as

24 there's no ordinance against it or law against it, that

25 the committee 202 project team might consider a

4367

(Comment codes begin on next page)
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1 Alternatives The double-deck option suggested in the comment would have similar benefits 
and impacts as the Bridge Alternatives evaluated in the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (see pages 3-13 and 5-20). Options to build a bridge through 
or over the South Mountains were eliminated from further study because of 
incident management, constructibility and maintenance issues, future expansion 
limitations, substantially higher estimated construction costs, and undesirable 
intrusion-related impacts. 
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Page 23

1 double-deck approach to the proposed freeway.  Thank you.

2          THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.

3          Ken Lapierre.

4          MR. LAPIERRE:  Hello, my name is Ken Lapierre, I

5 live in Ahwatukee Foothills Reserve, and my initial

6 comments here about the EPA draft study is I feel it's

7 deficient on a couple of points.  One is it's really not

8 up to date.  I'm not sure what data set was used, but if

9 you look at, in particular, the violation of the EPA

10 standards we have at the 43rd Avenue EPA sensor, it

11 doesn't really look like we've acknowledged that that

12 would get worse.  My concern is that we will have a loss

13 of federal highway funding if we violated 13 times on

14 43rd Avenue already and we're going to build a highway

15 that's going to be a mile away, that's going to impact

16 that sensor.  Then we'll have more violations.

17          The other thing that I'm very concerned with is

18 benzene in the air.  I don't really know if you've

19 studied the benzene levels in the Gila Indian Community,

20 where I live in a community that borders that.  I don't

21 know if that's allowed or part of the study, but it's

22 very toxic, people have health hazards.  I work in a

23 health advocacy group in Phoenix, and children are

24 already experiencing asthma symptoms from the smog and

25 the soot and the dust particulates from that area

1
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1 Alternatives The double-deck option suggested in the comment would have similar benefits 
and impacts as the Bridge Alternatives evaluated in the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (see pages 3-13 and 5-20). Options to build a bridge through 
or over the South Mountains were eliminated from further study because of 
incident management, constructibility and maintenance issues, future expansion 
limitations, substantially higher estimated construction costs, and undesirable 
intrusion-related impacts. 

1
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL 
DATE:

05/13/13

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

4:56 PM
CALLER:

DONNA VOTE-BRACY
CALLER ADDRESS:

107 W. GENEVA CIRCLE, TEMPE, AZ 85282
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
We are in support of the new Loop 202 Freeway, south of the South Mountain for better traffic control 
and easing of the congestion on the existing freeways running north of South Mountain.

1 Comment noted.

1
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From: DJENTRIFICATION ,PHX
To: Projects
Subject: Phoenix Native against a 202 freeway South Mountain Option
Date: Wednesday, July 24, 2013 3:52:45 PM

Hello and thanks for possibly taking my input!
My name's Alex Votichenko,born and raised here in the valley and I just want to
urge you to please consider a No Build Option for the the 202 extension through
part of the South Mountain preserve-it's really a cherished landmark and point of
pride here in the valley,all of the preserve really.
I bring out of town visitors to the park frequently and it's important to so so many
valley residents.
Thank You !
Alex Votichenko

1 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build) 
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters. 
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted 
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Section 4(f) and 
Section 6(f)

2
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